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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project was conducted under the
direction and with the support of the City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department
with funding, project coordination, and technica assstance provided by Public Technology, Inc.
(PTI) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Office of Science Policy and Office of
Research and Development (EPA). The project was undertaken using the premise that well
organized and readily accessible environmental information can assist the public in better
understanding the environment and its inseparable linkage to one's hedlth and can help in day-to-
day decison-making by individuas, communities, and public agencies.

Project Purpose

The City of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project involved conducting an
inventory of available environmental data in the Los Angeles region and identifying the

accessibility of that data to the public. The purpose of the project was to fulfill two primary
objectives:

1. To serve as a case study that could assist PTI and EPA in preparing a guidance document
on how to conduct a monitoring assessment in metropolitan aress.

2. To provide the necessary information for the City to evaluate the feasibility of and to
identify the potential constraints of implementing a broad-scale multimedia
environmental information program in Los Angeles.

Methods

To assemble the inventory, program inclusion criteria were developed to identify major
monitoring entities in the Los Angeles region and a survey of these entities was conducted to
solicit information on program goals and organization contacts, monitoring operations, data
management, and availability of data to the public. The survey results were inputted to a
database and tabulated. To contribute the case study experiences to a guidance document, the
overall survey process was assessed, data gaps were identified, and methods to improve the
process were documented.

To assist in the City’s evaluation of the feasibility, usefulness, and demand for a multimedia
environmental information program and potential congtraints of implementation, user interviews
were conducted with a cross-section of potential users to understand their information needs and
interests. The user interviews additionally provided an opportunity to educate and inform users

about the possibilities of such a program and establish a stakeholder base for possible future
action.




Key Findings

Based on the survey responses and user interviews, a number of constraints were identified that

present obstacles to implementation of a multimedia environmental information program. The
primary constraints are:

1. While there are a large number of potential user groups for the program, each has
differing data needs and levels'of sophistication, creating difficulties for developing a
single-focused environmental information program.

2. It may not be technically feasible, or could be very difficult and expensive, to integrate
the multiple monitoring datasets that currently exist. There are different methods of data
collection; different programs and protocols for data management, quality assurance, and

interpretation; and different periods of time required for monitoring information to be
made available to the public. This results in different levels of data accuracy, validity,
and accessibility. At this time, there does not appear to be any tangible incentive for
monitoring entities to standardize procedures to facilitate integration of datasets.

3. There is very limited mapping of the monitoring information that displays environmental
conditions in a'local area on a regular basis.

4. The connection between environmental conditions and human health is not well
established for all media and for their cumulative effects. Therefore, program
information should not be relied upon to indicate health. risks tbat are not well
established.

Recommendations
The above findings clearly point to the systemic factors that will contribute to program success.
To address these factors, the recommended long-term measures to developing a successful

environmental monitoring information program would be to:

1. Identify a user group or groups to focus the program by having them actively participate
in program design and testing;

2. Secure full cooperation of regional monitoring entities by identifying and articulating the
benefits to their agency from program participation;

3. Achieve standardization of monitoring data collection and management procedures to the
extent possible;

4. Develop better tools to display the geographic extent of environmental conditions based
on data collected at designated monitoring sites in the region; and




5. Seek to establish consensus on criteria and methods to rate the potential impact of
environmental conditions on human hedlth.

To improve the completeness and accuracy of this initial monitoring inventory for the Los
Angeles region and to start work on the long-term measures, it is suggested, based on the
experience in this effort, that PT1 and EPA undertake the following immediate actions if a
continuation of this effort is to be pursued:

1. Consider conducting a follow-up planning session with survey respondents and
interviewed users to better delineate regional monitoring roles (particularly for water
quality), fill in information gaps, and brainstorm ideas for the design and content of a
multimedia environmenta information program.

2. Consider developing a multiagency cooperative approach that incorporates existing
efforts to standardize data collection and reporting (such as the California Coastal Water
Quality Monitoring Inventory) and to make environmental information more readily’
accessible to the public using the Internet.

3. Congder developing an Internet-based annotated directory with links to existing regiona
monitoring agencies and information. Use the directory site to solicit information on site
users, their needs, why they accessed the site, etc. This will provide additional data to
guide the design of amultimediaenvironmental information program.

4. Consider transitioning the initiative and coordination for the project to an academic or
research institution since a multimedia environmental information program would be a
good research tool and would be beneficid to interdisciplinary studies.

The Los Angeles region isquitelarge. The physical environment being monitored is complex
and manifold and there are myriad monitoring entities collecting, managing, and reporting on
environmental conditions. Securing adequate funding and identifying the appropriate entity to
coordinate ongoing efforts will be essential to successfully and systematically carry out these
recommendations.







INTRODUCTION

The City of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project was conducted under the
direction and with the support of the City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department
with funding, project coordination, and technica assstance provided by Public Technology, Inc.
(PTI) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Office of Science Policy and Office of
Research and Development (EPA). The project was undertaken using the premise that well
organized and readily accessible environmental information can assist the public in better
understanding the environment and its inseparable linkage to one's health and can help in day-to-
day decison-making by individuals, communities, and public agencies.

The EAD provides environmental leadership to the City, recommends environmental policies
and programs to the Mayor and the City Council, and represents the City on environmental
issues. The department works to protect Los Angeles natura and urban environments, as well as

public health, while taking into account the City’s economic needs and cultural and ethnic
diversity.

PTI is a nonprofit organization focused on technology research and development for use by loca
governments. PTI's environmental program has a strong interest in improving environmental
monitoring and fostering public education and information dissemination on environmental
conditions. PTI works with its member jurisdictions, the federa government, research
ingtitutions, and industry to meet these needs.

EPA, which maintains a cooperative agreement with PTI to investigate environmental
monitoring issues at the local govermment level, serves as the lead for the Environmental
Monitoring for Public Access and Community Tracking (EMPACT) program. The EMPACT
program is an interagency Presidential Initiative charged with (1) assisting eighty-six (86) of the
nation’s largest Metropolitan. Statistical Areas (MSA) to build capacity to provide real-time,
locally-relevant environmental information to their citizens, and (2) helping these cities to
assemble the information in a readily available and understandable format so that individuals and
communities can make informed, day-today decisions about their lives. EMPACT, which was
named a National Reinvention Laboratory in 1997, provides assistance through direct grants to
local communities and facilitates project partnerships between EPA Regional and Program
Offices and local community organizations. EPA’s other federal partners in the EMPACT
program include the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA), and the National Partnership for Reinventing Government (NPRG).

PROJECT PURPOSE
The purpose of the project was to fulfill two (2) primary objectives:

First, the project was undertaken as a case study of the Los Angeles region to inventory available
environmental data and to determine its accessibility to the community. By so doing, the project
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sought to provide an integrated multimedia baseline of enviromnental conditions for the local
area. PTI and EPA wanted to know, from alocal perspective and given local conditions, what
environmental data is useful to have, what delivery mechanisms are best, and how the datais
currently managed.’ The larger goal was to explore how data can be used to affect positive
enviromnental change a the municipa and neighborhood levels.

The results of the case study will be used to assist PTI and EPA in preparing guidance in the
form of a best practices document on how to conduct a monitoring assessment in metropolitan
areas, what are the practical obstacles to public access encountered, what are the array of uses of
monitoring information, and the importance of setting objectives for using the inventory
information that have local relevance. These monitoring assessments typicaly would describe

environmental monitoring technology, information management systems, and information
dissemination.

Second, the project would provide the necessary information for the City to evaluate the
feasibility of and to identify the potential constraints of implementing a multimedia
environmental information program. The inventory would provide a starting point for the City to
identify the broad array of available environmental information to design such a program,
characterize the monitoring datasets, and assess the relative ease of integrating the datasets. To
improve the evaluation of the feasibility, usefulness, and demand for such a program,” a
prelimmary needs assessment was aso performed as part of the project. The needs assessment
involved conducting interviews with a cross-section of potential users to determine their interest
in and feedback on a multimedia environmental information program. The user interviews
additionaly provided an opportunity to educate and inform users about the possibilities of such a
program and establish a stakeholder base for possible fixture action. Given limited project
funding, the feasibility evaluation was not intended to be exhaustive, but to direct and inform
future study to more completely evaluate opportunities, constraints, and. institutional/

technological/logistical issues and barriers related to implementing a multimedia environmental
information program.

METHODS

The basic components of the project were completed from May-August 1999 and included (1)
scoping and defining the project, (2) identifying and soliciting participation of monitoring
entities and potential users, (3) preparing the survey and database, (4) conducting the survey and
interviews, and (5) compiling information and preparing project report.

Scoping and Defining the Project

The first monitoring inventory case study conducted under the PTIVEPA cooperdtive agreement
occurred in Las Vegas/Clark County, Nevada in 1998. Prior to initiating the project in Los
Angeles, it was important to develop an understanding of the Las Vegas project to try to achieve
continuity and identify “lessons learned-" The final report on the Las Vegas project was
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reviewed and telephone interviews were conducted with Ronda Mosley-Rovi (PTI), Lawrence
Martin (EPA/Office of Research and Development), John Moore (EPA/Las Vegas), and Grace
Woo (formerly with the Cannon Center for Survey Research, University of Nevada, Las Vegas).
This provided valuable background on collateral objectives for that project, assessment of the
survey instrument used, and how the Los Angeles project could build on their experience as well
as offer new dimensions to environmental monitoring inventory efforts. This also facilitated
cooperation and dialogue during the project.

Given the limited funding and condensed schedule for conducting the enviromnenta monitoring
project, it was essential to focus the inventory effort. It was equally important to identify what
benefit the inventory information would provide to the City and what they would do with it.
Christopher L. Patton & Associates worked closdly with staff of the City to scope and define the
project to best meet these two needs.

This process involved discussions with technical staff of EAD and City departments. The EAD
is organized by media into Air Quality, Materials and Waste Resources, and the Water and
Natural Resources Divisions. EAD staff expertise in these divisions contributed significantly to
understanding what media were important to describe environmental conditions in the Los
Angeles region and what agencies were conducting monitoring. To supplement these
discussions, extensive Internet searches were performed to determine what information on
environmental conditions was readily available to the public and which agencies or organizations
were providing that information through websites.

As aresult of these discussions and the Internet searches, it was decided that the media shown
below are most relevant to describe environmental conditions in the Los Angeles region:

« Meteorological conditions (temperature, precipitation, humidity, wind, ultraviolet);

o Air qudity (criteria pollutants, air toxics/hazardous air pollutants, alergens, visiility);

o Water quality (drinking water, surface water, groundwater, coastal water, stormwater);

o Solid waste (open and closed landfills and transfer stations);

« Hazardous waste (hazardous waste generators; toxic release inventory sites [TRIS];
hazardous waste transporters; hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal facilities
[RCRIS/TSDF sites]; contaminated sites investigation and cleanup [NPL sites, CERCLIS
sites, Calsites]);

« Storage tanks (hazardous material or waste underground and aboveground storage tanks);
and

» Biological resources (vegetation/habitats and wildlife),

Regarding the City’s role and what benefit it would derive from collaborating on the inventory, it
was recommended that the City’s focus in the project would be to perform preliminary work to
determine the feasibility of proceeding with planning and implementation of a multimedia
environmental information program. Within this framework, the primary areas of interest would
be to:
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» perform a survey of maor monitoring entities (defined below) to identify and’
characterize monitoring data that is collect&, understand data collection, management,
and interpretation requirements; determine current availability of monitoring information
to the public; identify data gaps; and determine the potentia for such data to be combined
to facilitate identification of cumulative impacts, and

« conduct user interviews with a selected number of community groups, environmental
advocacy groups, City department staff, and Mayor/Council staff to (1) inform them
about the educational benefits of an environmenta monitoring information program and
how it might assist in decision-making and (2) ascertain a cross-section of user needs
related to environmental monitoring information and delivery mechanisms.

The results of this effort to scope and define the environmental monitoring inventory project
were documented in a technical memorandum to Lillian Kawasaki, General Manager of the

Environmental Affairs Department. Upon City approval, the project approach was reviewed
with PTI and EPA to seek their concurrence.

Identifying and Soliciting Participation of Monitoring Entities and Potential Users

Once the relevant media had been identified, alist of monitoring entities for each media was
prepared based discussions with City staff and their familiarity with the regional monitoring
network and information from the Internet search. Screening or program inclusion criteria were
developed to identify which mgor monitoring entities would be requested to participate in the
inventory survey. The criteria were:

o Entity is a mgor, well defined public (or quasi-public) agency conducting monitoring of
the identified media in the Los Angeles County region (typically under legislative/
regulatory mandate);

« Entity administers ongoing, multi-year public monitoring program;

« Entity maintains established data collection and quality assurance protocols, and

e Entity disseminates environmental monitoring information through publicly available

reporting-

A complete list of monitoring entities that were requested to participate is contained in Appendix
A.

As dated above, the City believed that the concept of an integrated environmental information
program had merit, but wanted to ascertain who would use the program, for what purpose, and
what information would be valuable to them. The list of potential users was compiled in
conjunction with the BAD-based information that was available through EAD's Environmental
Information Center and contained in their Community and Business Guides to Environmenta
Services, knowledge of City and County agencies, and EAD's past project’and public outreach

involvement. A list of twenty-two (22) potential users were identified representing five (5)
generd categories:
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» Edablished community-based organizations,

. Edablished environmental advocacy organizations,

. City and County departments responsible for land use planning and public hedlth/safety;
. Elected officials; and

o Research and academic community.

A complete list of potential users that were requested to participate is contained in Appendix A.

L etters soliciting participation in the monitoring survey and user interviews were prepared on
EAD letterhead and signed by Lillian Kawasaki, EAD Genera Manager. Ms. Kawasaki
professonaly knew most of the individuas receiving the letters and this was determined to be of
critical importance in facilitating participation. Utilizing this established local network also
proved very beneficia in the extensive follow-up effort after the mailing to encourage timely
response. An annotated follow-up contact log was aso maintained.

Preparing the Survey and Database

In an effort to achieve continuity, the survey used in the Las Vegas environmental monitoring
inventory project was examined for relevancy to the Los Angeles effort. That survey had been
designed by ORD's Environmental Monitoring and Assessment Program (EMAP) to collect
environmental information for the National Monitoring Inventory (NMI). The survey had
dready been used in the Mid-Atlantic area and ORD wanted a common survey instrument for al
inventories in order to have data reporting consistency and to facilitate data aggregation. The
survey, however, had been designed to collect ecologica data on natural habitats and wildland
environments and was generally inappropriate for assessing environmental conditionsin an
urban context. The final report on the Las Vegas project had concluded that the survey was
much too detailed for the needs of that project, significant portions were not applicable, and it
wastoo long. The Los Angeles project team concurred with those findings and decided to
develop a more suitable survey by incorporating a portion of the questions from the EMAP

survey and soliciting input from City staff, John Moore (project coordinator in Las Vegas), PTl,
and EPA.

The survey that was developed for the Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Was
divided into the following Six sections that were designed to solicit the information indicated:

o [Monitoring Agency/Organization Contact Information—to provide full identity of the
monitoring entity and full contact information of individuas involved;

« Medium Monitored-to identify what is being monitored by the entity;

. Monitoring Operation-to identify how frequently and where the monitoring is taking
place, what monitoring or data collection devices are used, what is the level of ongoing
maintenance, and what is the telecommunications network supporting the monitors;

. Data Management-to understand how the collected datais processed and stored and what
is the level of quality assurance;
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o Availability of Data to Public-to determine what is the current availability of information
to the public and are there agency concerns about disseminating monitoring information,
what is the level of interpretation or assessment required before information is
understandable to the public, if the information is geographically mapped to describe
local environmental conditions, and if the datais collected and reported on a real-time
basis; and

o Supplementary Monitoring Information-to provide tiormation on monitoring entity
goals, legal mandates requiring data collection and dissemination, duration of data
collection program, source of funding, and opportunities to avoid monitoring duplication.

The survey additionally needed to meet the City’s objective of determining the feasbility of and
constraints t0 implementing a multimedia environmental information program. To accomplish
this, the survey questions were designed to provide the following tiormation:

e What is the geographic extent of monitoring networks? Is there adequate monitoring
information to accurately describe environmental conditions in all areas of the City of
Los Angeles?

Is data being collected on all media to sufficiently describe local environmental
conditions? Are there information gaps?

o What is the feasibility of integrating multiple datasets? What are the technical and
management considerations? How comparable is the accuracy and validity of
information prepared by different monitoring entities? What is the level of interpretation
required for the public to understand the monitoring information? What is the likelihood
of integrating multiple datasets to better describe cumulative impacts?

e Do monitoring entities currently disseminate information to the public on a regular basis?

« Isthe data collected on a real-time basis? If not, does that impair the ability to accurately

depict environmental conditions? Wha would be involved in implementing a rea-time
data collection program?

The intent was to compile profile information on monitoring entities and programs as a basis for

future study. A copy of the survey is contained in Appendix B and is aso provided on compact
disc.

The survey was developed by Christopher L. Patton & Associates as an online survey to be
completed by participants accessing an Internet website to input their responses. Using a HTML
form for the survey was an efficient way to make the survey available to participants, provided
an easy way to track the status of submissions, and was consistent with PTI's program objectives
to promote the use of such technology tools. The online survey was designed to download
responses directly, to a database. The objective was to create a cost-effective and accurate
method of compiling the respondent data once submitted. Of course, if a respondent did not
have Internet access, a hard copy survey form was mailed and project staff manually input the
responses.

The database was prepared in Microsoft Access 97 to store the responses to the survey and was
designed to look exactly like the survey. Inan effort to incorporate the survey results into the
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NMI database, the structure of that database was reviewed in advance and as many fields as
possible were made compatible between the two databases. Access was sdlected as the database
for the project because it is commonly used by many public agencies in Cdifornia, particularly at
the state level. This would facilitate any data transfer in the future.

Conducting the Survey and Interviews

The letters requesting participation of monitoring entities in the survey stated that the survey
would be conducted online and specified the two (2) week timeframe during which the survey
. would be available. Christopher L. Patton & Associates spoke directly with each survey
participant and discussed the project and its objectives, how the survey was organized, and how
to access the website. On the first day of the survey, an Email reminder was sent to each
participant with an attachment reviewing the logistics of accessing and completing the survey,
offering some suggestions on organizing answers before completing the survey, and providing a
contact name and telephone number for technical support (see Appendix B).

The user interviews were conducted in-person by Christopher L. Patton & Associates. All
interviews were taped. Prepared questions provided a structure for the interview, as needed, but
most of the interviews took place in a free form or spontaneous manner. There were twelve (12)
prepared questions broken down into the following categories. Profile/Characterization of
Organization and Constituents, Information Needs, Information Access and Presentation
Preferences, Information Frequency Needs, and Participation in Design and Implementation of
Environmental Information Program. The questions were prepared to secure feedback on:

o What environmental monitoring information would be useful to your organization/office
and your constituents?

o What might the information be used for?

o What enviromnental information do you collect and use today, how frequently, and from
what sources?

« What means of information access or delivery mechanism makes most sense to you and
your constituents? Do you see that changing?

o What presentation forma would be most beneficia?

Would support staff be required to help you and your constituents understand the

information?

How much detail should be available to access links or investigate relationships?

What do you see as the advantages or disadvantages of real-time data?

A copy of the user interview questions is contained in Appendix C.

Compiling Information and Preparing Project Report

Upon completion of the survey and interview phase of the project, the information that had been
gathered was compiled and analyzed. The survey responses contained in the database file were
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tabulated using Microsoft Excel and a value representing the average response to selected
questions was calculated. The survey had severa questions requesting narrative responses. All
of these responses were reviewed and a general categorization of responses was developed and
tabulations performed. The interview tapes were reviewed and a one (1)-two (2) page summary
of each interview was prepared using a standard format. Selected interview summaries were sent
to interviewees, upon request.

Notes on the preliminary findings on the feasibility of a multimedia environmental information

program, recommendations on next steps, and a detailed outline for the project report were
presented to the City to secure feedback and finalize.

The project report was organized to describe the methods used in conducting the project and
present the key findings of the survey and interviews. In presenting the findings, the focus was
to address the two (2) primary objectives of the project:

« To inventory available environmental data in the Los Angeles region and to determine its
accessibility to the community. This was done to assist PTI and EPA in preparing
guidance in the form of a best practices document on how to conduct a monitoring

assessment in metropolitan areas and what are the practical obstacles to public access
encountered.

o To provide the necessary information for the City to evaluate the feasibility of
implementing a multimedia environmenta information program.

An initid administrative draft report was prepared for review by the City, their comments were
incorporated and the report was revised. Appendices were compiled containing document
samples that may be helpful to PTI and EPA in preparing a best practices guidance document
The appendices also contain information on another significant monitoring inventory recently

conducted for coasta and storm water quality and information received from EPA Region 9 on
the EMAP Western Filot Study.

In order to show the distribution of monitoring Sites by media, Geographic Information System
(GIS) mapping was used It was decided that the combination of Los Angeles County (excluding
Antelope Valley) and Grange County served as the most appropriate regional base map.
Developing an integrated set of 81/2" x 11” maps using a common base map, scale, legend of
symbols, and title block was considered to be a much better presentation approach than
assembling a compendium of agency-produced maps. The GIS file could be added to and
modified over time and information attributes could be assigned to each monitoring site. To
facilitate mapping the survey asked for specific information on locations of monitoring sites

(including street address and latitude, longitude and UTM coordinates) and whether any existing
maps were available to the public.

Approximately 870 monitoring sites were digitized on to the base map credting a layer for each
monitoring entity. An integrated set of three maps was produced showing:
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o Meteorological and Air Quality Monitoring
o Water Quality Monitoring (Drinking Water, Surface Water, Coastad Water, Stormwater)
o Solid Waste Facilities Monitoring

There are thousands of hazardous waste sites and underground and aboveground storage tanks
located in Los Angeles County which made it infeasible to map the sites. Graphically displaying
the relative distribution of the sites might, however, be relevant, to assessing environmental
conditions (specifically, exposure risk from air toxics) in local areas. Biological resources
monitoring was not mapped due to the fact that neither the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or the
California Department of Fish and Game was able to participate in the survey. The National
Marine Fisheries Service did participate, but the focus of their monitoring and the location of
their gites is not been on the near shore environment.

DISCUSSION

Conducting the Survey-What Worked and What Didn't?

Overall the survey effort was successful. The online survey form with download interface to the
Access database performed very satisfactorily. Use of the survey form was well received with
respondents finding it an easy way to respond. This approach was also quite cost-effective by
eliminating photocopying and mailing costs associated with administering the survey and labor
costs to input survey responses to the database. The survey could have been further improved by
beta-testing the survey with two (2)-three (3) actual participants and incorporating their feedback
on survey format and length, clarity of questions, and navigating through the survey using magjor
Internet browsers.

The original list of survey participants proved to be a good representation of the entities that
monitor the media considered important to assessing local environmental conditions. Sending
out a distribution list with the initial mailing to all entities that were requested to participate in
the survey would have saved coordination time and subsequent telephone calls. 1t would have
helped eliminate some participants who were outside the scope of the project (e.g., performed no
monitoring in the area or analyzed and reported information that was substantially reported by
other entities) and assisted in identifying participants that should be included. This was a
recommendation contained in the Las Vegas project report that would have improved the
efficiency of organizing the Los Angeles survey.

Out of eighteen (18) monitoring entities that were initially selected, four (4) entities performed
no actual monitoring or inspections in the Los Angeles County area (e.g., NOAA/NWS,
EPA/Air, DTSC, LARWQCB), but compiled monitoring/inspection information reported to
them. Due to this data management role, all but one (1) (EPA/AIr) remained in the survey. Four
(4) additional entities were added to the survey (e.g., LA City Fire, LA County DHS, LA County
DPW [USTs], SCCWRP) for two (2) reasons:
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s gfter conducting a user interview, it was discovered that the entity also had an important
monitoring/ingpection role; and

« during survey coordination, the division of monitoring/inspection responsibilities
between County departments was clarified.

Conducting a pre-survey briefing or workshop is an even better method to efficiently focus
survey participation and respond to questions and concerns.  For any future survey effort, it is
strongly suggested that this be done. The objectives of the briefing should be to:

» understand the life cycle of monitoring data that may be transferred from one entity to
another and determine (1) if both the data collector (e.g., sanitation district) and the
regional data compiler/manager/reporter (€.g., County DHS and LARWQCB) should
participate and (2) determine which survey questions should be answered by which
entity;

e understand the divison of monitoring responsibilities in large government organizations
such as Los Angeles County;

o diminate redundancies (e.g., EPA/AIr participating in addition to CARB and SCAQMD);

e describe why the survey is being done and who is sponsoring and funding the project;
discuss how the survey is organized, what information the questions are designed to
solicit, and what the information will be used for;

e clarify that inspection operations need to participate because they are an integral
component in regional environmental assessments;

e gather information on any smilar inventories that may have recently been conducted to
build on those efforts and avoid duplication; and

e identify the correct individua in the monitoring organization that will be completing the
survey.

Entities that work dsawhere in the state could be connected via conference call.

There were severa practical obstacles encountered in conducting the survey to access monitoring
information. Probably the most important strategic decision to be made before starting such a
survey effort is to identify an incentive for entities to participate-"What's in it for them?’ |f an
incentive can be identified, this would overcome common problems of getting the entity to place
a priority on completing the survey and dealing with responses that there are no resources to
work on the survey or the required information is not organized in a central location.

Conducting a pre-survey briefing or workshop would help address other obstacles such as (1)
dealing with and resolving agency concerns that the survey is a duplication of other inventory
efforts, (2) responding to the concern that participating in the survey will commit an entity to
more work as the project enters future phases, (3) identifying a specific individua in the
organization who will complete the survey, and (4) minimizing the variability of thoroughness
and qudity in responses. All of these issues can be effectively covered in aworkshop and this
will save time and budget and produce much more consistent and reliable survey results.
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A specific example of the benefit of such a workshop, the California Coastal Water Quality
Monitoring Inventory was conducted for the State Water Resources Control Board in 1998 by
the Southern Cdifornia Coastal Water Research Project, the San Francisco Estuary Indtitute, and
the Marine Pollution Studies Laboratory of the Cdifornia Department of Fish and Game in Moss
Landing. This was a comprehensive, state-wide survey that solicited much of the same
information as the immediate survey and involved four (4) monitoring entities that EAD had just
contacted to participate in the Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project. The
workshop would have provided the opportunity to resolve how much duplication actualy existed
and find out who to contact at the organizations that conducted the previous inventory in order to
understand the methods they used and to secure reported monitoring information from their
database.

Timing and duration of the survey are also important success factors and should not be
overlooked. Conducting a survey should not be scheduled during prime vacation periods or
holidays. This will improve participation The Los Angeles survey occurred in late June right
after school ended for the summer and many families were going on vacation. Also, establish a
specified period to conduct the survey, but build a contingency period into the schedule. Itisa
lot better toAnodestlv extegd the survey geriod than diminate an important participant. n
the case of Los Angeles, vacations impacted the survey schedule and the timeframe had to be
extended from two (2) weeks to four (4) weeks to have a reasonable response rate.

Genera Survey Findings

The Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Survey was conducted to identify and
characterize monitoring data that is collected by mgor regiond monitoring entities. A complete
description of the organization of the survey and the information it was designed to solicit is
discussed in Preparing the Survev and Database contained in the Methods section of this report.

A total of twenty-one (21) monitoring entities were ultimately requested to participate in the
survey and fifteen (15) (or 71%) responded. The agenciesthat did not participate indicated (1)
that current workload prevented them from responding and/or there were no knowledgeable
resources available, (2) the survey was a duplication other recent inventory efforts, or (3)
participation would commit them to more work as the project progressed. Only one (1) agency
failed to respond at all to the mailing. A list of survey respondents, condensed respondent
reports, tabulation of responses, and the respondent database (on compact disc) are contained in
Appendix B.

Information on the ocean and coastal water quality monitoring programs of the City of Los
Angeles Department of Public Works/Bureaun of Sanitation and the Sanitation Districts of the
County of Los Angeles can be found by accessing the website of the California Coastal Water
Quality Monitoring Inventory (www.sfei.org/camp/index.html). As stated above, this inventory
was conducted for the State Water Resources Control Board. in 1998. Neither of these
monitoring entities was able to participate in the survey.

City of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project 8/11/99
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Information on water quality monitoring programs in the Los Angeles region in which the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency Region 9 is involved is contained in Appendix E. Survey
information on monitoring programs of the Region 9 Hazardous Waste Management Division is
currently being prepared and will be forwarded to PTI to, incorporate into the database. Their
monitoring feeds the RCRIS and BRS databases.

The primary monitoring data gaps are biologica resources and Los Angeles County hazardous
materials control.

The following is a summary of the key findings from the survey:

1. Fifteen (15) entities responded to the survey providing information on monitoring of
meteorological conditions, air quality, water quality, solid waste, hazardous waste, and
storage tanks in the Los Angeles region Monitoring data is collected at approximately 550
Stes throughout the region using a wide variety of sampling devices. Thirteen (13) entities
have a lega mandate to collect data and indicated that the monitoring programs are likely to
continue on a long-term basis.

2. Monitoring spanned from daily to yearly with five (5) entities monitoring on adaily basis.
The most frequent sampling was performed for meteorology, air quality, and drinking water
quality.

3. Average level of maintenance associated with deployment of monitors is minimal to
moderate.

4. Ten (10) respondents indicated that there was no telecommunications network used for
collection of data from monitors. For the monitoring and inspection programs conducted by
these respondents, this means that real-time data is not being compiled. Field samples are
manually collected and taken to a laboratory for aualysis or inspection reports are manually
prepared in the field or a an office Ste.

5. Ten (10) respondents use software to measure collected data. Measurement was interpreted
by respondents to include chemica andysis, trend auaysis (e.g., tracking chronic stormwater
runoff “hot spots’ or landfill gas migration), statistical analysis, and data tabulation and
record keeping using spreadshests.

6. Commercid [six (6)] or custom/in-house [five (5)] computer software is used by eeven (11)
entities to store monitoring data Microsoft Access is the most commonly used database
application for this purpose.

7. Monitoring data undergoes on the average a moderate to rigorous level of review or quality
assurance. This suggests good dataaccuracy, though validity of results may depend more on
sampling or collection protocols.

8. Fourteen (14) entities make the monitoring information available to the public [eight ‘(8)
using the Internet]. The average time for availability is ten (10)-fifteen (15) days with seven
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(7) reporting one (1)-five (5) days and eight (8) reporting thirty (30)+ days. Only seven (7)
have a legd mandate to publicly disseminate monitoring information.

9. Average leve of interpretation for the public to understand the data is minimal to moderate
with thirteen (13) using government standards. Nine (9) entities indicated that they had
concerns regarding dissemination of monitoring information to the public with eight (8)
expressing concerns with ether interpretation or policy.

10. Less than half [seven (7) of fifteen (15)] of the respondents indicated that the monitoring

information is geographically mapped to accurately describe environmental conditionsin a
local area on aregular basis.

11. Eleven (11) entities reported that monitoring data is not compiled on a real-time basis and
eight (8) said that there are no plans to make real-time information available to the public in
the future. Ten (10) answered that the current monitoring process was the mgor constraint to
including their information in a red-time, online, integrated database. The mgority indicated
that it would cost greater than $50,000 to make redl-time information available.

12. Eight (8) respondents felt that their collected data would be compatible with other monitoring
entities and five (5) stated they did not know. Interestingly, five (5) have tried to consolidate
their data with other entities for a multimedia enviromuental qudity assessment.

13. Fourteen (14) entities reported that other agencies or organizations collect data similar to

themselves and twelve (12) of these cooperate to achieve shared goads mostly a the regiona
level with some at the dtate level.

The survey results provided detailed information on monitoring operations, data management,
and information dissemination of monitoring entities. This information was subsequently used
to evauate the feashility of implementing a multimedia environmenta information program and
to identify future actions to improve the monitoring inventory for the Los Angeles region.

General Interview Findings

Ten (10) user interviews were conducted concurrent with the survey. The interviewees
represented a reasonable cross-section of the five (5) categories that were originally identified.
A lig of interviewees and summaries of each interview are contained in Appendix C.

As discussed above, the reason for conducting the interviews was to improve the evaluation of
the feasibility, usefulness, and demand for a multimedia environmental information program
(and to identify potential constraints to implementation) by performing a preliminary needs
assessment. The interviews also provided an opportunity to educate and inform users about the
possibilities of such a program and establish a stakeholder base for possible future action.

There was a wide range of information needs and uses for information among the users
interviewed. Examples of information needs included: the connection between environmental
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conditions and human health; epidemiology associated with particular substances or
environmental contaminants, health effects of the interaction of contaminants; toxicity of
particular substances; what other jurisdictions are doing to manage toxic substances; detailed
monitoring data to verify and track the condition of resources (e.g., Santa Monica Bay) to
provide oversight to agencies; project-specific data on air quality, particularly air toxics; .
industries that use lead; presence of toxic substances in local community housing; project
environmental impact reports mostly related to transportation projects; environmental impact of
regional population growth and transportation congestion; effective mitigation measures,
technical studies, policy documents, legislative changes related to air toxics, and air toxics
emissions by community to ascertain environmental injustice.

Information uses included: advocacy; lobbying; participating in the environmental review and
legidative processes;, agency oversight or “watchdog” role; public education; public information
dissemination; technical support to communities; research to provide decision-makers with
advice and to participate in the regulatory review process; preparing ratings of environmental
conditions; and developing models of projects that met regional goals or employed effective
mitigation measures.

Of al the individuas interviewed, only two (2) (City of Los Angeles Council Office and CCSC)
stated that their organization or office would use the program to help achieveitsgoas. Most
interviewees use raw data available from monitoring entities or other technical reports and would
not have a need. for what they consdered basic-level environmental information. All individuas,
however, expressed interest in the concept of a multimedia environmental information program
and indicated a willingness to participate in a planming workshop to brainstorm the design and
content of such a program.

Considerable consensus among interviewees existed in their comments on potential program
users, delivery mechanism for information access, presentation format, need for support staff,
and need for real-time data, as follows:

1. It is mperative to clearly define the initid user group or groups and their needs and target the
program to that audience. The program will not be successful if the approach is to “be all
things to al people.” Unfortunately, no apparent consensus existed on what that user group
should be. One promising suggestion was to design the program for schoolchildren in a way
that complements existing curriculum. Schoolchildren would become much more aware of
the linkage between environmental conditions and their health and assist in building that
awareness with their parents and families.

2. The Internet is a good delivery mechanism and the only feasible way to disseminate
geographically specific environmental information Access should not be a problem with the
rapidly increasing awareness of the Internet and computers at libraries, schools, adult
education facilities, public offices, etc. Multiple languages in the Los Angeles region will be
congtraint for broad-based use.

3. A multimedia environmental information program would benefit the general public. Such a
program would be an excellent resource for referring congtituents. It would help offload staff
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of the organizations interviewed and increase the number of constituents that could be
assisted and have their questions answered. Several interviewees suggested developing (or
improving on an existing) annotated directory with links to existing regional monitoring
agency websites. .

4. The program should be basic and smple with links to more detail as desired by the individual
user. It is important to “grab the user” by immediately presenting them with interesting
information that does not require alot of technical interpretation-give a brief description of
the site, how it can help them, and offer some “pull-down” lists of simple to understand
selections. Access to the website should be quick and extensive graphics on the first page
should be avoided. A multimedia picture of environmental conditions should be presented in
a minimum number of “clickable layers.” Bat, program users should not be underestimated
and should be provided with online access to technical studies or references, if they want.

5. The program should offer good links to organizations/agencies that can help if an individua
or community wants to mobilize, get help from technical experts, take action to improve the
“quality of life” where they live, and participate in future decision-making that affects their
community.

6. A wadl-organized, user-friendly website should not require ongoing staff support for users. It
was suggested that staff support be provided during program start-up to help promote its use
and to get feedback and suggestions for improvement.

7. Interviewees from community-based and environmental advocacy organizations cautioned
that ratings or labels on environmental conditions should not be assigned without backup
explanation on criteria and methods employed and who performed the rating. 1t was stated
that ratings should be presented only if commonly accepted scientific or regulatory standards
exist.

8. All interviewees indicated that the need for real-time data is media dependent-it depends on
how rapidly environmental conditions may change. Showing averages or trends was
generdly consdered to be appropriate for describing local environmental conditions and how
these conditions may affect human hedlth. The need for real-time data should be dictated by
the purpose for which users want the information. Do they want to know if the ozone levd is
too high a the moment to go outside and exercise or do they want to buy a house and look at
the environmental profile of a neighborhood? Some pointed out that real-time data vs. trend
data can sometimes confuse people. It was noted that providing more community-specific
data collected through more monitors is probably far more important than providing real-time
data.

9. Most of the interviewees indicated that the program might facilitate the identification of
multiple or cumulative impacts occurring in a given geographic area, but that a competent
assessment of cumulative impacts cannot be produced or communicated through this
program. It was emphasized that the evaluation of cumulative impacts is not formula-
driven-it requires judgment. The evaluator needs to know how much of a combination of
impacts is too much. It was suggested that the program simply show that more than one
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impact may exist in a given geographic area and State that overall impacts may,
consequently, be higher.

The user interviews proved to be essential to the evaluation of the feasibility, usefulness, and
demand for a multimedia environmental information program. Although, no clearly defined user
group was identified as a result of the interviews, important program planning information was
collected. The interviews produced a consistent recommendation on an interim step to develop
an 1&met-based annotated directory with links to existing regional monitoring agencies and
insightful feedback on designing an effective Internet website to help the public understand the
connection between environmental conditions and human hedlth.

Findings on Feasibility of a Multimedia Environmental Information Program

One of the primary objectives for the Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project
was to provide the necessary information for the City to evaluate the feasibility of implementing
a multimedia environmental information program. Based on the survey responses and user
interviews, a number of constraints were identified that present obstacles to implementation of a
multimedia environmental information program. The primary constraints are;

1. Whilethere are alarge number of potential user groups for the program, each has differing
data needs and levels of sophistication, creating difficulties for developing a single-focused
environmental information program. The “genera public’ may benefit from such a program,
but the “general public” in a region like Los Angeles is extremely diverse (ethnically,
culturally, linguistically, and economically). Different groups of citizensin the City of Los
Angeles are going to have distinctly different information needs and uses.

2. It may not be technically feasible, or could be very difficult and expensve, to integrate the
multiple monitoring datasets that currently exist into a central repository.

. Different methods of data collection and different programs and protocols for data
management and quality assurance resulit in different levels of data accuracy and vdidity.
Different methods of data/information storage (e.g., electronic, diverse software
applications, hard copy) create an additional problem for dataset integration and
maintenance. At this time, there does not appear to be any tangible incentive for
monitoring entities to standardize procedures to facilitate integration of datasets.

« Different periods of time are required for monitoring information to be made available to
the public. This results in different levels of accessbility. Also, much of the monitoring
information requires interpretation in order to provide a context for the public to
understand it, but this may not occur quickly enough to maintain a timely database.

« For both the central repository and monitoring entities, the level of coordination effort
and logistical difficulty to maintain a database that provides timely information is
significant. At thistime, there does not appear to any tangible incentive for monitoring
entities to assemble and transfer their datasets on a regular basis for the purpose of
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contributing to a multimedia environmental information program. In fact, there is some
reservation and resistance (see General Survey Finding #9). It may result in more work
and more inquiries from the public with no defined benefit. Further, some entities are
concerned about the public safety risk of making information (including toxicity and
exposure risk data) available on hazardous materials Storage Sites, including aboveground
and underground storage tanks.

3. There is very limited mapping of the monitoring information that displays environmental
conditionsin alocal area on a regular basis (see General Survey Finding #10). For those
monitoring entities that do produce maps describing local environmental conditions, it is
important to recognize that the relative accuracy of mapped information and drawn
demarcation lines depends on the density of monitoring sites and/or the validity of models
used to extrapolate from collected raw data. These are critical variables that may limit the
actua usefulness of a multimedia environmental information program to help in day-today
decision-making by individual s, communities, and public agencies.

4. The connection between environmental conditions and human health is not well established
for al media and for their cumulative effects. For several environmental contaminants, the
epidemiological data does not exist and there is no public health risk definitively proven to
result from different amounts of exposure. More research needs to occur. Therefore,
program information should not be relied upon to indicate health risks that arc not well
established..

Given limited project funding, the feashility evauation was not exhaugtive. It was sufficient to
identify the relative difficulty of implementing and maintaining a multimedia environmental
information program and to direct future Study.

RECOMMENDATIONS ON NEXT STEPS

The above findings clearly point to the systemic factors that will contribute to program success.
To address these factors, the recommended long-term measures to developing a successful
environmental monitoring information program would be to:

1. ldentify a user group or groups to focus the program by having them actively participate in
program design and testing;

2. Secure full cooperation of regional monitoring entities by identifying and articulating the
benefitsto their agency from program participation;

3. Achieve standardization of monitoring data collection and management procedures to the
extent possible;

4. Develop better toolsto display the geographic extent of environmental conditions based on
data collected at designated monitoring Sites in the region; and
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5. Seek to establish consensus on criteria and methods to rate the potential impact of
environmental conditions on human health.

To improve the completeness and accuracy of this initial monitoring inventory for the Los
Angeles region and to start work on the long-term measures, it is suggested, based on the
experience in this effort, that PTI and EPA undertake the following immediate actions if a
continuation of this effort is to be pursued:

1. Consider conducting a follow-up planfming session with survey respondents and interviewed
users to better delineate regional monitoring roles (particularly for water quality), fill in
information gaps, and brainstorm ideas for the design and content of a multimedia
environmentalinformation program.

2. Consider developing a multiagency cooperative approach that incorporates existing efforts to
standardize data collection and reporting (such as the California Coastal Water Quality

Monitoring Inventory) and to make enviromnental information more readily accessible to the
public using the Internet.

3. Consider developing an Internet-based annotated directory with links to existing regional
monitoring agencies and information. Use the directory site to solicit information on site
users, their needs, why they accessed the site, etc. This will provide additional data to guide
the design of a multimedia environmental information program.

4. Consider transitioning the initiative and coordination for the project to an academic or
research institution since a multimedia environmental information program would be a good
research tool and would be beneficial to interdisciplinary studies.

The Los Angeles region is quite large. The physical environment being monitored is complex
and manifold and there are myriad monitoring entities collecting, managing, and reporting on
environmental conditions. Securing adequate fimding and identifying the appropriate entity to

coordinate ongoing efforts will be essential to successfully and systematically carry out these
recommendations.
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BRS
CARB
ccsc
CDFG
CERCLIS

DHS

- DPW

DTSC
EAD
EMAP
EPA

© EPA/AIr

EMPACT
GIS
HTML

LARWQCB

LEA
MSA
NMI
NOAA
NPL
NPRG
NWS
ORD
PTI
RCRIS
SCAQMD
SCCWRP
SFEI
TRIS
TSDF
USFWS
USGS
uST
UTM

GLOSSARY

Bienniad Report Sites

Cdifornia Air Resources Board

Concerned Citizensof South Central

Cdifornia Department of Fish and Game

Comprehensve Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability [nventory
Sites

Department of Hedth Services

Department of Public Works

Department of Toxic Substances Control

City of Los Angeles Environmenta Affars Department

Enviromnental Monitoring and Assessment Program

U.S Environmenta Protection Agency

U.S Enviromnental Protection Agency (Region 9) Air and Toxics Divison
Environmental Monitoring for Public Access and Community Tracking
Geographic Information System

HyperText Markup Language

Los Angeles Regiond Water Quality Control Board

Locd Enforcement Agency

Metropolitan Statistical Areas

Nationd Monitoring Inventory

Nationa Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration

Nationa Priorities List of Superfund Sites

Nationd Partnership for Reinventing Government

Nationd Weather Service

U.S Environmental Protection Agency’s Office of Research and Development
Public Technology, Inc.

Resource Consarvation and Recovery Inventory Sites

South Coast Air Quality Management Didtrict

Southern Cdifornia Coastl Water Research Project

San Francisco Estuary Ingtitute

Toxics Release Inventory Sites

Transfer Storage Disposa Facilities

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

U.S. Geologica Survey

Underground Storage Tanks

Universd Transverse Mercator
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APPENDIX A

Sample Survey and User Interview Letters and Fact Sheets
Survey and User Interview Malling Ligts
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CiITYy OF Los ANGELES

ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS
DEPARTMENT COMMISSION

DAVID MICHAELSON
PRESIDENT

LILLIAN Y. KAWASAKI
GENERAL MANAGER
‘201 NORTH FIGUEROA STREET
SUITE 200. MAIL STOP 177
LOS ANGELES. CA 90012

JENNIFER TAGGART
VICE PRESIDENT

(213) $80-1040 ALY ROBIN HUGHES
"""" JEFFREY KABOT
RICHARD J. RIORDAN IRENE SUMIDA

MAYOR

June3, 1999

Dr. Todd Morris, Meteorologist in Charge

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration
National Weather Service — Los Angeles/Oxnard

520 N. Elever S.

Oxnard, CA 93030

SUBJECT:  Citv of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Proiect

Dear Dr. Morris;

The City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department, in cooperation with Public
Technologies, Inc. arid the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, is preparing an inventory of
environmental monitoring data that is available for the Los Angeles region. The purpose of this
inventory is to provide us with the information necessary to evaluate the feasibility of
implementing an integrated, online environmental monitoring information program. A future
goal of this program would be to assist the public in better understanding the environment and its
inseparable linkage to one’s health and to help in day-today decision-making by individuals,
communities, and public agencies. The first step in the evaluation is to determine the current
availability of monitoring dataand its accessibility to the community.

We are requesting that your agency participate in thisimportant effort and that you designate an
individual on your staff to respond to the inventory survey. That individual should, ideally, have
both broad knowledge of the goals and policies of your agency and specific understanding of
your monitoring data collection and management program. So that we can expedite our efforts,
we would appreciate it if your designated agency representative could contact Mr. Christopher
Patton at (213) 580-1028 by June15, 1999.

| have attached a more detailed description of this effort for your information.- Please contact me
or Mr. Patton if you require additional information or have any questions. We look forward to
working with your agency, and | thank you for your participation in this worthwhile project

Sincerely,

Vs 2 X

Lillian Kawasaki -
Genera Manager

attachment
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Attachment

FACT SHEET

City of Los Angeles Ehvironmental Monitoring Inventory Project

Project Purpose and Objectives

The overd| purpose for conducting the inventory project is to perform preliminary work to determine the
feasibility of proceeding with planning. and implementation of an integrated, online, real-time
environmental monitoring information program. Within this framework, the primary objectives are to:

perform a survey of major monitoring entities to assess monitoring data that is readijlv available,
describe those datasets and the programs and procedures used to collect and manage the
monitoring data, determine whether and how the monitoring data is made available to the public
and what level of interpretation is required, assess the compatibility of individual monitoring
datasets t0 be consolidated and integrated, and identify data gaps; and

= conduct user interviews with a selected number of community groups, environmental advocacy
groups, City department staff, and Mayor/Council staff to (i) inform them about the educational
benefits of an environmental monitoring information program and how it might assist in decision-
making and (ii) ascertain a cross-section of user needs related to environmenta monitoring
information and delivery mechanisms.

Thisinventory effort will not be exhaustive, but will help clarify and shape further work to more
completely evaluate opportunities and constraints associated with program implementation.

Methods

The inventory will include mgor monitoring entities that maintain long-term public monitoring programs
using established protocols and quality assurance and that disseminate this monitoring information to the
public. It is anticipated that the survey will be conducted electronically by requesting that respondents
access a web ste and complete the survey online. Completed survey responses would be downloaded
directly to a database. If a respondent has no online access, a hard copy survey form will be provided

Schedule

The scheduled time frame for completion of the survey is June 21 - Julv 2.1999. Aninitial draft of our
report is expected to be completed by early August 1999.

Project Sponsors

City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department i n, partnership with Public Technologies, Inc. and
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.




Todd Morris, Meteorologist in Charge

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration

National Weather Service - Los Angeles/Oxnard
520 N. Elevar St

Oxnard, CA 93030

Michael Kemney, Executive Officer
California Air Resources Board
2020 L street

P.O. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95812

Pankaj Parekh, Manager

Regulatory Affairs & Consumer Protection
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
P.O. Box 51111, Room A-18

Los Angeles, CA 90051-0001

Dennis Dickerson, Executive Officer

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
320 W. 4th St, Ste 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Charles Carry, Chief Engineer

Sanitation Districts of the County of Los Angeles
1955 Workman Mill Road

P.O. Box 4998

‘Whittier, CA 90607

Ralph E. Chandler, Executive Director
California Integrated Waste Management Board
8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento, CA 95826

Barry Wallerstein, Executive Officer

South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 E. Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 917654182

David Howekamp, Director

Air and Toxics Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Region IX)
75 Hawthome St

San Francisco, CA 94105

Ronald Gastelum, General Manager

Metropolitan Water District of SouthernCalifornia
700 N. Alemeda Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Harry Stone, Director

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
900 S. Fremont Ave.

Athambra, CA 91803

City of Los Angeles Public Works Department
Bureau of Sanitation

433 S. Spring St, Ste 400, MS 520

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Wayne Tsuda, Director, Materials and Waste Resources Division
City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department

Local Enforcement Agency

201 N. Figueroa St, Ste 200, MS 177

Los Angeles, CA 90012



in Lowry, Director

fomia Department of Toxic Substances Control
P Street, 4th Floor

Box 806

amento, CA 95812-0806

Eichael Freeman, FireChief

nty of Los Angeles Fire Department Headquarters
) N. Eastern Ave.

Angeles, CA 90063

ilynFluharty, Environmental Specialist 3
fomia Department of Fisb and Game (Maxine)
9 View Ridge Rd.

Diego, CA 92 123

Bartel, Assistant Field Supervisor - Los Angeles County

. Fish and Wildlife Service
0 Loker Ave.
isbad, CA 92008

phen B. Weisherg, Executive Director

ithern California Coastal Water Research Project
‘1Fenwick Ln.

stminster, CA 92683

Julie Anderson-Rubin, Director

Hazardous Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Region1X)
75 Hawthorne St.

San Francisco, CA 94 105

William R. Bamattre, Chief Engineer & General Manage-r

Los Angeles City Fire Department
200 N. Main St., Room 1020, MS 250
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Chuck Ray&rook, Regional Manager, Region 5
California Department of Fish and Game (Wildlife)
4949 View Ridge Rd

San Diego, CA 92 123

Rodney McInnis, Acting Regiona Administrator

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration

National Marine FisheriesService
501 W. Ocean Blvd., Ste 4200
Long Beach, CA 90802
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DEPARTMENT COMMISSION

— MARK §. ARMBRUSTER
PRESIDENT

ANNE SHEN SMITH
VICE-PRESIDENT

LILLIAN Y. KAWASAKI
GENERAL MANAGER
201 NORTH FIGUERQA STREET
SUITE 200. MAIL STOP 177
L.OS ANGELES. CA 900 12
(213) 580-1040

EDWARD J. BEGLEY, JR.
TOD A. BURNETT

RICHARD J. RIORDAN ELIZABETH ‘D. ROGERS
MAYOR

June 3, 1999

Mr. Tim Carmichagl, Executive Director
Codlition for Clean Air

10780 Santa Monica Blvd., Suite 2 10
Los Angeles, CA 90025

SUBJECT:  Citv of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring: Inventorv Proiect

Dear Mr. Carmichadl:

The City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department, in cooperation with Public
Technologies, Inc. and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, is preparing an inventory of
environmental monitoring data that is available for the Los Angelesregion. The purpose of this
inventory is to provide us with the information necessary to evaluate the "feasibility of
implementing an integrated, online environmental monitoring information program. A future
god of this program would be to assist the public in better understanding the environment and its
inseparable linkage to one’s health and to help in day-today decision-making by individuals,

communities, and public agencies. An important initial step in the evaluation is to secure input
and guidance from potential users of this environmental monitoring information program.

We are requesting that your organization or office participate in this important effort and that
you designate an individual on your staff to beinterviewed. That individua should, idedly, have
an understanding of the geals of your organization or office, experience working with your
constituents, and insight into their needs related to information on environmental conditions. Sg
that we can expedite our efforts, we would appreciate it if your designated representative could
contact Mr. Christopher Patton at (213) 580-1028 by June1s, 1999.

| have attached a more detailed description of this effort for your information. pjease contact me
or Mr. Patton if you require additional information or have any questions. \We look forward to
working with you, and I thank you for your participation in this worthwhile project.

Sincerely,

Jis %szé/@f

Lillian Kawasaki
General Manager
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Attachment

FACT SHEET

City of LosAngelesEnvironmental Monitoring Inventory Project

Project Purpose and Objectives

The overal purpose for conducting the inventory project is to perform preliminary work to determine the
feasibility of proceeding with planning and implementation of an integrated, online, real-time
environmental monitoring information program. Within this framework, the primary objectives are to:

» conduct user interviews with a selected number of community groups, environmental advocacy
groups, City department staff, and Mayor/Council staff to (i) inform them about the educational
benefits of an environmental monitoring information program and how it might assist in decision-

making and (ii) ascertain a cross-section of user needs related to environmental monitoring
information and delivery mechanisms; and

= perform a survey of mgor monitoring entities to assess monitoring data that is readily available,
describe those datasets and the programs and procedures used to collect and manage the
monitoring data, determine whether and how the monitoring data is made available to the public
and what level of interpretation is required, assess the compatibility of individual monitoring
datasets t0 be consolidated and integrated, and identify data gaps.

Interviewing potentid users of this environmental monitoring information program will help us identify:

= what environmental monitoring information would be useful to you and your congtituents,
what might the information be used for,
what information you collect and use today and from what sources,
what you see as the advantages or disadvantages of providing real-time data,
. what presentation format would be most beneficial to you and your congtituents, and
- what delivery mechanism makes most sense.

M ethods

It is anticipated that the interviews will be conducted in-person at your offices, As appropriate, some
interviews may be conducted by telephone.

Schedule

The scheduled time frame for conducting the interviews is_June 21 - Julv 2.1999. Am initid draft of our
report is expected to be completed by early August 1999.

Proj ect Sponsors

City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department in partnership with Public Technologies, Inc. and
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
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Melanie Winter, Executive Director
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Mark Pisano, Executive Director
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William R. Bamattre, Chief Engineer & General Manager
Los Angeles Cii Fire Department
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1 Stein, President

d of Public Works

of Los Angeles
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Con Howe, Director of Planning
City Planning Department
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Los Angeles, CA 900 12-2601

Enrique Chiock, President & CEO

American Lung Association of Los Angeles County

5858 Wilshire Blvd., Ste 300
Los Angeles, CA 90036-0926

Michael Feuer, Councilmember
Council Didrrict 5

City of Los Angeles

200 N. Main St, Room 309, MS 208
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Cindy Miscikowski, Councilmember
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City of Los Angeles

200 N. Main St, Room 407, MS 218
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Richard Berk, Professor
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EMI Survey Form Page 1 of 9

ENVIRONNIENTAL MONITORING | NVENTORY
Los Angeles California Regional Area

The City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department, in cooperation with Public Technologies, Inc. and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, is preparing an inventory of environmental monitoring data that is available for the
Los Angeles region. The purpose of this inventory is to provide us with the information necessary to evaluate the
feasibility of implementing an iutegrated, online environmental monitoring information program. The first step in the
evaluation is to determine the current avajlébility__pf monitoring data and its accessihility to the community.

MONITORING AGENCY/ORGANIZATION CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency/OrganizationName: L. o Lo
Agency/Organization Acronym: Lo oo oo
AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
First Name: | — . Last Name:|__ Title:
gt Tl el zpoose
ess: ; City: State: Zip Code: Lo
: |
Telephone Number:l i Ft Numbcr:l
Alternate Number.r i Addrcss:r

Web Address: I

MEDIUM MONITORED

MEDIUM DESCRIBE

C Meteorological l :
Conditions +—— -

C Air Ouality ) - -
C Water Quatity
" solid Waste

Waste L-—..*-.W.-_.....v et

C Storaee Tanks l

[ Bidlogical |
Resources

Click onto type of MEDIUM for a definition of what is included.
MONITORING OPERATION

|
! ,
R e S B
|

1. How often does monitoring take place?: |

 http://www.Tocket-69.com/emi/survey.htm 8/12/99




EMI Survey Form Page 2 of 9

FREQUENCY  SAMPLING INTERVAL
L. weekly

L. Bi-Weekly

L Monthly

= Bi-m onthly

L Quartenty

C semi-Annualy
r Yearly

I~ Other

2. How many menitors are deployed within the monitoring timeframe?: :

3. Where are monitoring site(s) located?:
# ADDRESS CITY ZIp CODE SITE PHONE MONITORED AREA

Ll

| | |

2] 1 L 1
3l | 1 1
| 1 |

| | |

4l
s

CLICK

4. What type o_f device(s) are used to collect monitored data?:

5. Descrii thelevel of maintenance requirements and dutieSassociated with the deployment Of monitors:

6. Descrii the telecommunications network used for the collection of data from monitors:
L= Constant conmection to updates

I periodic/scheduled anto-dial updates

[ Mannal dial-up updates

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/survey.htm 8/12/99



EMI Survey Form Page 3 of 9

L.. Other

= None
If other, pleasedescribe:

DATA MANAGEMENT

7. Identify any software and/or agorithms associated with measurement of the collected data:

8. Is any computer program or software used in data storage?.
Cves
CNo

a) If yes, please specify:

9. Is the data measured and stored by the same person or agency department?:

Cves
C No
a) If no, please identify who is delegated data measurement and storageresponsibilities, respectively 2

10. What level of review or quality assurance/control doesdataundergo?:
Cri gorous

L Moderate

[: cursory

L. None

11. Identify the leve of effort associated with managing the data:

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/survey.htm 8/12/99



EMI Survey Form Page 4 of 9

I None
Please descrii data management requirements:

AVAILABILITY OF DATA TO ‘PUBLIC

12. After the data is processed, is monitoring information made accessible to the public?:
— Yes’

[:NO

a) If yes, in what format is the information available? (Please check as many as apply):
L Internet-Web

T InternetFTP

I Hard copy

[” Television

C Radio

L Newspaper

C Telephone

r other, please describe:

b) If yes, how quickly do you make the information available to the public?;
Cis Days

L-5.10 Days

I” 10-30 Days

C 30+ Days

¢) Identify the level of interpretation or assessment the data undergoes before the information is made accessible to the
public:

C Extensive
I Moderate
- Minimal
C None

d) Are government standards, action levels, etc. used to interpret data?:
C Yes

r No

e) If monitoring information is not currently made available to the public, are there plans to do so? If yes, please describe

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/survey.htm 8/12/99



EMI Survey Form Page 5 of 9

f) Are there agency or organization concems regarding dissemination of monitoring information to the public? If yes,
please explain:

C Yes

C No

13. Is monitoring information readily cross-referenced and geographically mapped to accurately describe environmental
conditions within a local area on a regular basis?:

L Yes

C No

a) If yes, are maps available to the public?:

Cves

L No

14. 1s monitoring data compiled real-time, but the information not released to the public on a daily basis for fiscal or
other reasons?.

C Yes

C No

a) If information is not currently provided in ared-time format, are there plans to make real-time information available
to the public? If yes, please describe when and how?:

C Yes

C No

b) What would you need to modify in your monitoring program, process, procedures, etc. to include your monitoring
information in a real-time, online, integrated database? What do you see as the mgjor constraints Or 10gjisticalissues?

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/survey.htm 8/12/99



EMI Survey Form Page 6 of 9

¢) Do you see benefits and/or obstacles to providing rea-time monitoring information to the public? Please explain:
Benefits '

- Obstacles
L Both

d) In your estimate, What would be the cost involved in making real-time information available to t& public?:
I” Less than $5,000

[~ Between$s,000-$15,000

" Between$15,000-$50,000

I Grester than $50,000

15. Based on your own assessment, what is the liklihood of compatibility between your coliected data with that of other
major environmental monitoring entities?: ,

L Likely
L Uniikely
C Do not know

a) Have you ever tried to eectronically consolidate your data with that of another agency or organization to provide a
“muiti-media m———enta] quality assessment"? If yes, please explain:
C Yes

ENo

b) Are you familiar with any such efforts that have been a success? If yes, please explain:
L= ves
ENo

c) If compatibility islikely, do you think it possible to develop a consolidated database to eval uate curnmlative
environmental impacts? Please comment on the development of such a database:

C Yes
C No

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/survey.htm ‘ 8/12/99



EMI Survey Form Page 7 of 9

SUPPLEMENTARY MONITORING INFORMATION

16. Please describe your agency or organization goals and objectives for collecting monitoring data:

17. Is there alegal mandate that requires your agency or organization to collect data?:
C Yes
CNo

a) If yes, is there a projected duration for data collection?.
L Likely tong-term

C UnIikeIﬁ long-term
ojected ending date (mm/yyyy)

b% Iffes’ when did data collection begin - (year of inception)?:
- YY)

¢) If no, please explain Why you collect monitoring data:

18. Isthere alegal mandate that requires your agency or organization to disseminate monitoring data or information?:
Cves
C No

19. How is your agency or organization fimded? (Please check as many as apply):
[Z Federal

L state

C City

C county

C Regiona

" other NGO

20. What are the annual maximum costs for data collection, storage and deployment? (all answers will remain
confidential):

Total Costs k.

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/survey.htm 8/12/99



EMI Survey Form ' Page 8 of 9

Cost per site forinsta]ladon:......- .
Cost per site for operation and management [.,..-

21. Are you awareof any other agencies or organizations that collect data that could be described as similar to that which
you collect?:

- Yes
L——No

a) If yes, please provide the following to the best of your knowledge:
Agency/Organization Name: [
Contact Person:
Contact Phone: r— e

b) If yes, do you cooperate with this agency or organization in any way to achieve your shared goals?:
 ves
r:No

c) If yes, do you foresee ways to avoid duplication and/er to work together to provide more effective environmental
monitoring? Please explain:

22. Several federal, state and local evironmental monitoring organizations have been asked to submit their answers to this

survey (SEE LIST OF PARTICIPANTS). After reviewing the list are there any agencies/organizations Or institutions that.
you feel should also be included in thisinventory? If yes, please provide the following:

Agency/Organization Name: l
Contact Person:
Contact Phone: I

COMMENTS

Please feel free to add additional comments that you feel necessary:

DATE: E: (mny/dd/yyyy)

Thank you for participating in this survey. Your answers and comments are very nmch appreciated. After the responses -
to this survey are compiled, we will provide you a copy of the results. We will contact you at that time.

After you have received and reviewed a copy of the results of this survey, would you be interested in attending aforum

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/survey htm 8/12/99




EMI Survey Form Page 9 of 9

or workshop to discuss t | : results and identify opportunities for cross-organizational cooperation on environmental

monitoring?
[ ves
A

Please review your answers and then click on the SUBMIT SURVEY button below to send your answers. Thank you
again fox your participation.

Please Note: If for any Ieason you have difficulties submitting your answers to this form and/or you are encountering
other technical difficulties, please call Rob Patton at 626-793-0061.

http://www_rocket-69)com/emi/survey.htm 8/12/99
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MEDIUM MONITORED

Meteorological Conditions

o Temperature
e Precipitation
o Humidity

o Wind

o Ultraviolet

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/weather.htm 8/12/99
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MEDIUM MONITORED
Air Quality

o Criteria pollutants
-Carbon Monoxide (CO)
-Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2)
-Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)
-L ead (Pb)
-Ozone (03)
-Particulate Matter
« Air Toxics/Hazardous Air Pollutants
o Allergens
. Visibility

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/air.htm 8/12/99
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MEDIUMMONITORED
Water Quality

Drinking Water
Surface Water
Groundwater
Coastal Water
stormwater

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/water.htin 8/12/99
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MEDIUM MONITORED
Soild Wate

o Solid Waste Facilities, Operations and Disposa Sites
-Landfills
-Transfer stations
-Materia recovery facilities
-Composting sites
-Waste tire dites
-Closed disposa sites

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/solid.htm 8/12/99
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MEDIUM MONITORED
Hazardous Waste

Hazardous Waste Generators

Toxic Release Inventory Sites (TRIS)

Hazardous Waste Transporters

Hazardous Waste Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities (RCRIS/TSDF sites)

« Contaminated Sites |nvestigation and Cleanup (NPL sites, CERCLIS sites, Calsites)

http//www rocket-69.com/emi/hazardous htm ' 8/12/99
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MEDIUM MONITORED
Underground/Aboveground Storage Tanks

« Hazardous Maerid or Waste Underground Storage Tanks (USTs) and Aboveground Storage
Tanks(ASTs), includinginstallation, apgrade, operation, remediation.

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/tanks.htm 8/12/99
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MEDIUM MONITORED

Biological Resources

e Vegetation/Habitats
a Wildlife

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/biological.htm 8/12/99



EMI Survey Participants

Page 1 of 1

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration-National Marine Fisheries Service
National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration-National Weather Service

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency-Hazardous Waste Management Division

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Califomia Air Resources Board

California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Toxic Substances Control
California Integrated Waste Management Board

Los Angeles Regiond Water Qudity Control Board
Metropolitan Water Didtrict of Southern California
South Coast Air Quality Management District
Southern California Coastal Water Research Project

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
County of Los Angeles Fire Department
Sanitation Digtricts of the County of Los Angeles

City of Los Angeles Department of Water & Power
City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works-Bureau of Sanitation
City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works-Stormwater Division
City of Los Angeles Department of Fire Department

http://www.rocket-69.com/emi/participants.htm
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To: Participants in the LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY
SURVEY

On behdlf of the City of Los Angeles Environmental Affairs Department, Public Technologies, Inc., and
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, thank you for participating in the Los Angeles Environmenta
Monitoring Inventory survey. The survey will be conducted on-line using the Internet, so you will not
have to worry about any paper forms to fill out and return All you will need is a connection to the
Internet and a World Wide Web browser (such as Netscape or Internet Explorer).

Here is some important information regarding the survey and some suggestions to make the process
easier

1. The survey can be accessed at the following web address:
htto://www rocket-69.com/emi/survey . htm

The survey will be accessible online frem June 21” umtil July 2”. After July 2™, you will no longer be
able to access the survey, so please submit your responses by that time.

2. The survey is designed to be completed in a single session Therefore, We suggest that you log onto
the survey, print it out, and preview the questions before answering them. This will alow you to think
about the questions and consult with others in your organization in order to answer the questions as

completely as possible. When you are ready to input your survey responses, log back onto the website,
fill out the survey, and submit it eectronicaly.

3. Please attempt to answer al the questions and be as thorough as possible. The more information that
you can provide us regarding your data monitoring and infiion dissemination, the better position we
will be in to evaluate the opportunities and constraints of proceeding with the concept of an integrated,
multi-media, on-line environmental information program

4. The survey is composed of twenty-two multiplechoice and fill in the blank questions. To answer the
multiple-choice questions, simply use your mouse to click onto the check-off box or boxes that apply.
For the fill in the blank questions, smply type your answers in the multi-line boxes provided. If any
answer requires more space than appears on the screen, continue to type and the screen will scroll down
as you go.

5. An important Note reearding Ouestion #3 in the survey. QUEStioN #3 requests address information for
al your monitoring Sites. The main survey provides for information cm five sites. If you have more than
five sites, an additional page is provided that contains fields far up to twenty sites. If you use this
additional page, please be sure to enter your agency/organization acronym at the top of the page. Once
you have completed filling in the i nf or mati on, Yyou can get back to the main survey by using the BACK
TO MAIN SURVEY button a the bottom of the page.

If your agency or organization bas more than twenty monitoring sites and you aready have a hard copy
with address information, please contact Rob Patton at (626) 793-0061 to arrange a method to more
efficiently submit this information.

If you have any questions and/or problems, please contact Rob Patton at (626) 793-0061 or by email at
rep@rocket-69.com. Please remember that your responses must be submitted by July 2, 1999.

Thank you again for participating in this exciting project. \We appreciate your contribution. It is
that the results of the survey will be available in early August 1999. We will contact you ét that time to
provide you with a copy.



List of Survev Respondents

Cdifornia Air Resources Board
Bill Loscutoff, Chief, Monitoring and Laboratory Division

Cdifornia Integrated Waste Management Board
Dorothy Rice, Assstant Director

Cdifornia Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
Michael Lyons, Environmental Specidist

City of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanitation, Stormwater Management Divison
John Dorsey, Assstant Divison Manager

City of Los Angdles Local Enforcement Agency
David Thompson, Senior Inspector

Department of Toxic Substances Control, State of California
Stephen Hanma, Chief, Office of Environmenta Information Management

Los Angeles City Fire Department
Vaerie Zumwat, Manager, HazMat Programs

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Bill DePoto, Monitoring Program Manager

Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Environmental Programs Divison
Carl Soberg, Chief; Planning and Control

Los Angdles Department of Water and Power
Médinda Rho, Associate Water Quality Engineer

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
Mark Beuhler, Director of Water Quality

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration

National Marine Fisheries Service

Cdifornia Cooperative Fisheries Investigations Program

John Hunter, Director, La Jolla Fisheries Division

Richard Charter, Coastd & Pacific Fisheries Investigation Project Manager

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration
National Weather Service Forecast Office - Oxnard
David Gomberg, Lead Forecaster



List of Survev Respondents (cont.)

South Coast Air Quality Management District
John Higuchi, Manager, Monitoring & Source Test Engineering

Southern California Coastal Water Research Project
Stephen Weisberg, Executive Director



Los Angeles EMI Survey Response #3 Respondent: California Air Resources Board
QUESTION ANSWER

agency . |California Air Resources Board

acronym {CARB

first { Bill

last |Loscutoff

title (Chief, Monitoring and Laboratory Division

address 1927 13th Street

city Sacramento

state /CA

zio 195814

telephone 1 9164453742

fax 19163278217

althnumber 19164453745
mail wioscuto@cleanair.arb.ca.gov

website http://www.arb.ca.gov
eather-criteria No Info Entered.

medium-air air

air-criteria TOXICS Total Metals, CR VI, Aldehydes, Canister.
ater-criteria No Info Entered.

solid-criteria No info Entered.

hazardous_criteria

No Info Entered.

tanks-criteria

(No Info Entered.

Response submitted 7/2/99 by Bil Loscutoff

bio_criteria No Info Entered.
1)daily_frequency Every 12th day for 24 hours
Tother other
2)number_monitors 5
3)address_1 228 W. Palm St
3)city_1 Burbank
3)zip_1 191502

e_1 18438175
3)area_1 | Urban / City
3)latlong_1 W 1181858. N 341034
3)address_2 1630 N Main. St.
3)city_2 Los Angeles
3)zip_2 90012
3)phone_2 2256178
3)area_2 Urban / City
3)lat/long_2 W 1181331, N 340402
3)address_3 3648 N. Long Beach BL.
3)city 3 /Long Beach
3)zip_3 { 90807
3)phone_3 (4245420
3)area_3 | Urban / Coastal
3)iatlong_3 W 1181119, N334925
3)address_4 WOO Cochran St.
3)city_4 [Simi Valley
13)zip_4 93063
3)phone_4 5844820
3)area_4 Urban / Residential
3)latlong_4 No Info Entered.
3)address_5 14360 Arrow Hwy.
3)city 5 Fontana
3)zip_o 92335
3)phone_5 18238002
3)area_d Urban
3)latlong_5 No Info Entered,
4)devices 1 Xontech 920 Multipoint Air Sampler.-Xontech 910A Canister Sampler.
S)maintenance_moderate Imoderate
B)network_none | none

10f3




Respondent: California Air Resources Board

QUESTION

ANSWER

6)other_description

Air is sampled using fitter, sorbant tube, and evaluated canisters- The collected
samples are shipped to a lab for analysis.

7)software Software specific to the analytical instruments used for chemical analysis by ton
Chromatography, XRF, HPLC, and Gas Chromatography.

8lyes yes

8a)description (1) Preliminary results are stored using a Laboratory Information Management Sustem”
(LIMS). (2) Data is electronically transferred to and stored on U.S. EPA's “AIRS"
idatabase. (3) Data is also stored on CARB's "ADAM" database.”

9)no no

9a)delegation Measurement is by CARB's Monitoring & Lab Division (MLD).Storage is by CARB's
Planning & Technical Support Division (PTSD).and by U.S. EPA

10)qa/qc_rigorous irigorous

11)data_management_moderate moderate

11)data_management_description *No info Entered.

12)yes yes

12a)web web

12a)ftp fip

12a)hard {hard_copy

12a)other lother

12a)other_description

Avalabie thru access to U.S. EPA's AIRS database. Also available from CARB's PTSD
on CDROM and Hardcopy reports.

12b)30+_days {30+_days
12¢)interpret_moderate jmoderate
12d)yes_standards yes
12e)plans_description No Info Entered.
12f)concems_no no
12¢c)concems_description No Info Entered.
13)data_mapped_yes yes
13a)maps_available_yes yes
14)realtime_no no
14a)realtime_plans_no no
14a)ealtime _plans_description No Info Entered.

14b)integrated_database_description

Not possible at this time. Physical samples must be collected from sites, transported to
Certified laboratories, samples analyzed using various procedures, and data
Processed-The analystical techniques and logical factors involved prevent real” time
availability of toxic sample information.’

14c)realtime_obstacles

obstacles

1ac)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description

See item (b) above.

14d)50000 greater_than_50,000
15)compatibility_likely likely
15a)ymultimedia ga_yes lyes

15a)multimedia_ga_description

Unknown.Please contact CARB's Planning & Technical Support Division for information
al thii issue.

15bymultimedia_qga_efforts_yes yes
15b)ymultimedia_qga efforts_description |See Above.
15c)dbase_development description 1See above

16)goals_objectives

The Air Resources Board is charged with the responsibility to provide accurate,
relevant. and timely measurements of air pollutants and their precursors to support
California's Ajr Quality management program for the protection of public health. These
programs Provide data to define the nature, extent, and trend of air poilution statewide
and determine progress towards the State and Federal Clean Air goals.

17)mandate_yes yes
17a)longterm Hikely_long_term
17a)ending No Info Entered.
17b)begin_date 1968
17¢c)why_agency_collects No Info Entered.
18)mandate_to_disseminate_yes yes
19)funding_fed federal

Response submitted 7/2/99 by Bill Loscutoff
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Respondent: California Air Resources Board

QUESTION ANSWER
19)funding_state {state
19)funding_county county
20)total_cost No Info Entered.

20)cost_for_installation

No info Entered.

20)cost_for_operation

No Info Entered.

i21)dup_collection_yes yes
21a)dup_agency South Coast AQMD
21a)dup_contact John Higuchi
21a)dup_phene 9093962000
‘21b)cooperate_ves yes

121c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

We currently work cooperatively to increase the quality and volume of air quality data
collected at multiple air monitoring sites. Work efforts are sometimes shared at air
monitoring stations to increase efficiency and allow for more samples to be collected at
a larger number of locations with the geographical area. This also eliminates work
duplication.

22)include_agency

No Info Entered.

22)include_contact

{ No Info Entered.

22)include_phone No Info Entered.
comments No Info Entered.
date-submitted 17/2/99

forum ves lves

Response submitted 7/2/99 by Bill Loscutoff

30f3



Los Anageles EMI Survev Resonse #11 Respondent: California Integrated Waste Management Board

{ QUEST/ON ANSWER

agency | California Integrated Waste Management Board
acronym |ICiwMB

first I Dorothy

last Rice

title Assistant Director

address 8800 Cal Center Drive

city Sacramento

state ICA

Zip 195826

telephone 1916/2552026

fax 1916/2550684

altnumber 916/2552025

email drice@ciwmb.ca.gov

website i No Info Entered.

weather_criteria 1 No Info Entered.

air-criteria INo Info Entered.

water_criteria (No Info Entered.

medium_solid {solid

solid-criteria lconduct inspections of solid waste facilities. operations, closed sites

hazardous_criteria

No info Entered.

tanks_criteria

No Info Entered.

bio: criteria

No Info Entered.

1)daily_frequency

imonthly by LEA every 18 months for landfill and transformation (i.e. incineration)
faciiities by CIWMB®" CIWMB also required to inspect as many faciiiies as needed to

evaluate LEA performance.”
1)monthly monthly
1)other other
2)number_monitors NA the inspections look at state minimum standards”
3)address_1 see separate list of all solid waste facilities in LA County
3)city_1 No Info Entered. )
13)zip_1 No info Entered.
3)phone_1 No Info Entered.
3)area_1 No info Entered.
3)iatfiong,_1 No Info Entered.
3)address_2 No Info Entered.
3)city_2 No Info Entered.
3)zip_2 No info Entered.
3)phone_2 No Info Entered.
3)area_2 No Info Entered.
3)iationg_2 No info Entered.
3)address_3 No Info Entered.
3)city_3 No Info Entered.
3)zip_3 No Info Entered.
3)phone_3 No info Entered.
3)area_3 iNo info Entered.
3)latlong 3 No Info Entered.
3)address_4 No Info Entered.
3)city_4 No info Entered.
3)zip_4 No Info Entered.
3)phone_4 No Info Entered. -
3)area_4 No Info Entered.
" |3)ationg_4 No Info Entered.
3)address_5 No info Entered.
3)city_5 No info Entered.
3)zip_5 No Info Entered.
3)phone S No info Entered.
3)area_S No info Entered.
3)atlong 5 No Info Entered.

Response submitted 7/%/99 by Dorothy Rice




Los Angeles EMI. Survey Resonse #11 Respondent: California integrated Waste Management Board

QUESTION

ANSWER

4 )devices

The LEA and CIWMB inspectors may use combustible gas indicators to monitor for
explosive gas in enclosed spaces gas probes also tested to detect gas at the landfill
perimeter. Other types of monitoring devices are in ptace at landfills but are placed
there and monitored by the operator.

5 )maintenance_minimal minimal
5)maintenance_none none
6)network_none none

[E)other_description

No info Entered.

software Not aware of any
Blyes yes
ta)description CIWMB stores solid waste facility data in the Solid Waste Information System (SWI!S),
a data base management program’using Foxpro.
)no no
Joa)delegation Generally, LEA inspectors and CIWMB inspectors prepare inspection reports. Data

from these reports is submitted to the CIWMB and generally entered into SWIS by
someone other than the inspector who collected the information. Other types of facility
data are received by CIWMB from the LEA (permit information, CEQA, closure, etc.)
and entered into the SWIS database by a CIWMB staff person.

10)qa/qe_moderate moderate
I1)data_management_moderate moderate
111)data_management_minimal minimal

11)data_management_description

\pproximately 16,000 monthly inspection reports must be entered into the SWIS
database per year. Permit application information, CEQA information, closure
information and any other site information that is received by CIWMB must also be
!entered when received. LEAs are required to submit inspection reports to CIWMB
iwithin 30 days CIWMB is required to enter the data into SWIS within 30 days of receipt
from the LEA.”

12)yes lyes
‘12a)web jweb
12a)hard hard_copy

‘|2a)other_description

Hard copies are made available if requested. however, the public is strongly
encouraged to use the intemet to find the information they seek from CIWMB about
solid waste facilities.

12b)15_days 15_days
‘|2c)interpret_none jnone
‘12d)yes_standards yes
‘I12e)yes_public_plans yes

‘|2e)plans_description

Currently not all SWIS database information is available on the CIWMB web site. Basics
information is currently availabie about facili (name, location, operational status,
etc.). We are currently working on making more of the SWIS database accessible via
the web site, such as inspection report and enforcement information.

12f)concems_yes

yes

‘12¢c)concemns_description

Yes, some staff and the legal department are concerned about how much enforcement
information should be fully accesible to the public. For example, there is concern that
providing information on the status of enforcement at illegal tire piles makes such sites
attractive arson candidates, or alternatively, that it tells iitegal dumpers where they
might dump their tires or trash.

‘13)data_mapped_no no
‘14)realtime_no no
‘14a)reaitime_plans_no no

‘14a)realtime_plans_description

No Info Entered.

‘14b)integrated_database_description

Major changes would be needed we are currently working from paper reports and
documents which are mailed to us and which we are then entering manually into a
database.”

14c)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description

Not applicable to our current or planned situation

'14d)50000

greater_than_50,000

15)compatibility_dont_know

/do-not-know

‘1Sa)multimedia_qga_vyes

ives

Response submitted 7/%/99 by Dorothy Rice
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M

#11 Respondent; California Integrated Waste Management Board

QUESTION

ANSWER

15a)multimedia_ga_description

To a very limited extent We have worked on developing a common tist of landfills with
the State Water Resources Control Board and we have worked with CalEPA on some
joint database efforts. None of these efforts have led to the establishment of functional
databases.

15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_no

no

15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_description

No Info Entered.

15c)dbase_development_description

it would seems tn he a very diicult. and costly undertaking,.

16)goais_objectives To maintain arl tccurate, uptodate picture of the solid waste infrastructure in e State
lofCalifomia. is also a goal that our information be readily accessible and
iunderstandable. We are also very serious about developing a viable GIS component
ifor our databases suchas SWIS.

17)mandate_yes yes

17a)longterm likely_long_term

17a)ending No info Entered.

17b)begin date 1982

17¢c)why_agency_collects No info Entered.

18)mandate_to_disseminate_yes yes

19)funding_othemgo other-ngo

20)total_cost unknown, significant

20)cost_for_installation” NA

20)cost_for_operation NA

21)dup_collection_yes yes

21a)dup_agency State Water Resources Control Board, Local Enforcement Agencies

2la)dup_contact No Info Entered.

21a)dup_phone No info Entered.

21b)cooperate_ves yes

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

Such coordination is very difficutt and we have not been es successful as we would
like. A much greater degree of coordination would be necessary than what we have
undertaken to date to achieve an integrated database. We recently completed a
project to get all LEAs linked up to our computer network as an important first step
towards sharing common information. We have pians in the future to have inspection
reports (and potentially other types of reports and information) entered into SWIS by
LEAs directly, rather than being mailed to us and then entered into the database by our
staff. ’

22)include_agency No Info Entered.
[22)include_contact No Info Entered.
22)include_phone iNo info Entered.
icomments No info Entered,
Jdate-submitted 77199
[forum_yes yes

Response submitted 7/9/99 by Dorothy Rice

3of3




July 9, 1999 RECEIVED

JuL 2 71999
ENVIRONMENTA: 4FFainc
DEPARTME TAIRS

Christopher:

Hereisalist | referenced in my survey submittal of solid waste sites that show up
in our Solid Waste Information System (SWIS) database for Los Angeles County.
This database is aso accessible on the CTIWMB’s web site. What | am sending is
an unfiltered list of al entries that show up in SWIS for the County. | could
provide this to you in other ways if you are interested (such as by facility type or
operational status). Obvioudly, this list contains a large number of closed sites and
sites for which limited information is currently available (to be determined). Also,
if it would assist you to see more information about these sites (such as inspection
or enforcement history), or any subset of the sites, please let me know.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the survey. Please let me know if
there is anything else | can do to be of assistance.

Dorothy Rice
CIWMB
916/255-2026






California Integrated Waste Management Board

Facility/Site Inventory Page 1
%EEEE July 8, 1999
Status
WIS Number Activity Regulatory Operational
AA-0001  Action Transfer Station Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
AA-0604 CITY OF SAN GABRIEL DISPOSAL SITE Inert Waste Disposal Site Exempt Closing
AA-0005 SOUTH GATE TRANSFER STATION Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
AA-0006  BRAND PARK LANDFILL Inert Waste Disposal Site Permitted Active
AA-0007  Ameron Landfill Inert Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
AA-0008 CITY OF SANTA MONICA TRANSFER STATION Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
AA-0009 ANTELOPE VALLEY PUBLIC LANDFILL Solid Waste Landfill Permitted Active
Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Permitted Active
AA-001 0 U.S.STEEL CORP. DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
AA-001 1 COMPTON SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
AA-0012 SCHOLL CANYON SANITARY LANDFILL Solid Waste Landfill Permitted Active
AA001 3  AZUSA LAND REGLAMATION CO. INC Inert Waste Disposal Site Permitted Active
ACW Disposal Site Permitted Active
) Major Waste Tire Facility Excluded Active
Tire Moncfill Disposal Site Excluded Active
Contaminated Soil Facility,Disposal Not Currently Active
AA-0014  VAIL STREET DUMP AKA BETHLEHEM STEEL Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
AA-001 5 SPADRA SANITARY LANDFILL #2 Solid Waste Landfill Permitted Active
AA-0019  MONTEBELLO LAND &WATER CO. Inert Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Active
AA- 0020 LIVINGSTON-GRAHAM |IRWINDALE. MERIDIAN Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AA- 0021 HAROLD SIMPSON D.S. Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
AA-0022  MANNING BROTHERS CLASS I LANDFILL Solid W aste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
AA-0024  IRWINDALE (CONROCK) D.S. Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
AA- 0027 San Marino City Dump Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
AA-0028  AUBURN DEBRIS D.S. Solid Waste Disposal Site Excluded To Be Determined
AA-Q030  BAILY DEBRIS DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site . Excluded To Be Determined
AA-0032 DALTON DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Excluded To Be Determined
AA-0033  DUNSMUIR DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Siie Excluded To Be Determined
AA-0034 LANNAN DEBRIS DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Excluded To Be Determined
AA-0035 MADDOCK DEBRIS DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site ‘Exciuded To Be Determined
‘AA-0036  MAY DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Excluded To Be Determined
AA- 0037 SAN DIMAS DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
-AA-0038  SAWPIT DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined

Unpermitted

Swinv01-02/03/95




California Integrated Waste Management Board

Facility/Site Inventory Page 3
July 8, 1999

- status
VIS Number Activity Regulatory Operational
A-0301 LA CO DEPT PUBLIC WRKS ROADS DEPT #556 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
A4-0303 ROAD DIVISION #233 TRANSFER STATION Limited Volume Transfer Operation Notification Active
A-0304  ROAD DIVISION #232 TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
4-0309 ROAD DIVISION 241,143 TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
4-0389 REDONDO BEACH TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
A-0390 LA CO PUBLIC WRKS, ROADS DEPT. #5298 T.S. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
4-0397 LA COUNTY PULIC WRKS ROAD DIVISION #342 Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
A-0398  MAINTENANCE DISTRICT 4 TRANSFER Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
A-0404 CULVER CITY TRANSFER/RECYCLING Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
A-0409  WEST VALLEY WASTE MATERIALS D S Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0492  LIVE OAK DEBRIS DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Siie Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0493  BURRO DEBRIS MSPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Siie Unpermitted To Be Determined |
A-0494 CASSARA DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0495  IRON CANYON DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0496 PUDDINGSTONE DIVERSION DEBRIS Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0497  LAS FLORES DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0498  LINCOLN DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Siie Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0499  WEST RAVINE DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0500 SANTA ANITA DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0501 HAY DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0502 SHIELDS DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0503  WILDWQOOD DEBRIS DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0506 COMMERCE REFUSE-TO-ENERGY FACILITY Transformation Facility Permitted Active
A-0580  BLANCHARD STREET DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0581  COGEN DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
A-0584  Romona Land Reclamation Area Inert Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
A-0585 STROUGH PARK LF AKA BURBANK LF #1 & #2 Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted’ Closed
A-0587  LONGOEN AVE DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0769  EL MONTE PIT DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0778 RUSSELL MOE LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0779 VALLEY PARK CORP DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
A-0801 Downey Area Recyclii &Transfer. Inc. Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
A-0802  BEL AIR STREET MAINTENANCE DIST YARD Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active

Swinv01-02/03/95




California Integrated Waste Management Board

Facility/Site Inventory Page 3
July 8, 1999

- status
VIS Number Activity Regulatory Operational
A-0301 LA CO DEPT PUBLIC WRKS ROADS DEPT #556 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
A4-0303 ROAD DIVISION #233 TRANSFER STATION Limited Volume Transfer Operation Notification Active
A-0304  ROAD DIVISION #232 TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
4-0309 ROAD DIVISION 241,143 TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
4-0389 REDONDO BEACH TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
A-0390 LA CO PUBLIC WRKS, ROADS DEPT. #5298 T.S. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
4-0397 LA COUNTY PULIC WRKS ROAD DIVISION #342 Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
A-0398  MAINTENANCE DISTRICT 4 TRANSFER Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
A-0404 CULVER CITY TRANSFER/RECYCLING Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
A-0409  WEST VALLEY WASTE MATERIALS D S Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0492  LIVE OAK DEBRIS DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Siie Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0493  BURRO DEBRIS MSPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Siie Unpermitted To Be Determined |
A-0494 CASSARA DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0495  IRON CANYON DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0496 PUDDINGSTONE DIVERSION DEBRIS Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0497  LAS FLORES DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0498  LINCOLN DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Siie Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0499  WEST RAVINE DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0500 SANTA ANITA DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0501 HAY DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0502 SHIELDS DEBRIS DISPOSAL AREA Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0503  WILDWQOOD DEBRIS DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Determined
A-0506 COMMERCE REFUSE-TO-ENERGY FACILITY Transformation Facility Permitted Active
A-0580  BLANCHARD STREET DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0581  COGEN DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
A-0584  Romona Land Reclamation Area Inert Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
A-0585 STROUGH PARK LF AKA BURBANK LF #1 & #2 Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted’ Closed
A-0587  LONGOEN AVE DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0769  EL MONTE PIT DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0778 RUSSELL MOE LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-0779 VALLEY PARK CORP DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
A-0801 Downey Area Recyclii &Transfer. Inc. Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
A-0802  BEL AIR STREET MAINTENANCE DIST YARD Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active

Swinv01-02/03/95




California Integrated Waste Management Board

Facility/Site Inventory Page 4
July 8, 1999
Status
SWIS Number Activity Regulatory Operational

] 19-AA-0803 CAHUENGA PASS ST MAINTENANCE DIST Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
{ 19-AA-0804 ALABAMA STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
i 19-AA-0805 CENTRAL STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
* 19-AA-0806  EAGLE ROCK STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
' 19-AA-0807 HOLLYWOOD STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
l 19-AA-0808 LINDLEY AVENUE TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
'} 18-AA-0809 NORTH HOLLYWOOD - STUDIO CITY STREET Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Atiie
i 19-AA-0810  PALISADES STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
. 16-AA-0811  SAN FERNANDO STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer. Station Permitted Active
; 19-M-0812  SOUTHEAST STREET MDY Small Voiume Transfer Station Permitted Active
‘ 19-AA-0813  SUNLAND STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
% 19-AA-0814 VAN NUYS STREET MDY Large Volyme Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
i 19-AA-0815 WILSHIRE STREET MDY Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
i 18-AA-0816 EAST STREET I{IAINTENANCE DISTRICT YARD Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
i 19-AA-0817  GRANADA HILLS STREET MDY Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active

| 19-AA-0818 ~ SOUTHWEST STREET MDY Large Volume TransferfProc Permitted Active
l 19-AA-0819 TOYON CANYON PARK RECLAMATION Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
; 19-AA-0820 LOPEZ CANYON SANITARY LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Sii Permitted Closing
; 18-AA-0821  MISSION CANYON #I-3 Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
[ 19-AA-0822  MISSION CANYON #4-7 Solid Waste Disposal Sii Unpermitted closed
g 18-AA-0823  MISSION CANYON #8 Solid Waste Diil Site Permitted closed
J 18-AA-0824  SILVERLAKE MAINTENANCE STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
l; 18-AA-0826 ROSE HILLS LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
; 19-AA-0835 SHELDON - ARLETA LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted élosed
¥ 19-AA-0836  OPERATING INDUSTRIES, INC Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted closed
i 79-AA-0837  SALT LAKE TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
' 1S-AA-0838 PECK ROAD GRAVEL PIT Inert Waste Disposal Site Permitted Active
| 18-AA-0839 ALHAMBRA ROLL-OFF BIN LOADING STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
i 19-AA-0840 PARAMOUNT RESOURCE RECYCLING Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
% 19-AA-0842 ELSMERE CANYON LANDFILL Solid Waste Landfill Unpermitted Planned
; 19-AA-0843 JUMA RANCH ILLEGAL DUMP Solid Waste Landfill Unpermitted Active
| 19.AA.0844  PACIFICA RECYCLING PARK Large Volume TransferProc’ Unpermitted Planned
i 19-w-0845  East Los Angetes Recyclmg and Transfer Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Permitted ... Active
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

Facility/Site Inventory Page 5
July 8, 1999
[ Status
WIS Number Activity | Regulatory Operational
U-0846 SOUTHERN CAL DISPOSAL TRANSFER Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
\A-0847  JOHNS RUBBISH Large Volume Transfer/Proc Unpermitted Planned
MA-0848  BIO GRO SYSTEMS INC Composting Facility (Mixed) Unpermitted Planned \
\A-0849  NU-WAY LIVE OAK LANDFILL Inert Waste Disposal Site Permitted Active
A\A-0850  CITY OF BURBANK ENVRNMTL CENTER Large Volume TransferlProc Unpermitted Planned
u-0851 CITY OF SAN FERNANDO SVTS Large Volume Transfer/Proc Unpermitted Active
u-0852 BRADFORD SHREDDER SANITARY LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
1A-0853  SUNSHINE CANYON SLF COUNTY EXTENSION Solid Waste Landfill Permitted Active
a-0854  CALMAT RELIANCE PIT NO. 2 Inert Waste Disposal Site Permitted Active
A\A-0855 GRIFFITH PARK COMPOSTING FACILITY Composting Facility (Sludge) Permitted Active
IA-0856  WASTE RECOVERY AND RECYCLING FACILITY Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Permitted Active
AA.0857  Coastal Material Recovery Facility & TS Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Permitted Active
u-0858 RAIL CYCLE COMMERCE MATERIALS RECVRY Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Permitted Active
AA-0859  CITY RUBBISH COMPANY Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Permitted Active
JA-0860 CITY OF INDUSTRY MRF Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Proposed Planned
AA-0861
AA-0862  SAN MARINO LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
AA-0863  United Waste Recycling & Transfer, Inc. Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Permitted Active
WA-0864 CITY OF POMONA MRF Materials Recovery Fagcility (MRF) To Be Determined Active
AA-0865  ANTELOPE VALLEY COMPOSTING FACILITY Composting Facility (Mixed) Proposed Planned
AA-0866  Research Composting Operation Composting Facility (Sludge) Notification Active
2A-0867  WHITTIER FERTILIZER Cornposting Facility (Green Waste) Permitted Active
AA-0868 RODEFFER INERT SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL Inert Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
Vi-0869  CITY OF LYNWOOD SOIL RECYCLING FAC Treatment Unit (processing) -Proposed Planned
AA-0896  SAN CLEMENTE ISLAND LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site Proposed Closing
SA-0887 GAGE AVENUE DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closing
U-0898  TERAMETH LANDFILL GAS>METHANOL Transformation Facility Proposed Planned
w-0924  COMPTON BLVD RECYCLING CNTR AND TF Large Volume Transfer/Proc Proposed Planned
u-0925 SUN VALLEY LANDFILL Treatment Unit (processing) Proposed . Planned
Q-1036  Santa Claria Green Waste and Contruction Compcsting Facility (Green Waste) Permitted Active
AA-1037  Rancho Las Virgenes Cornposting Facility Composting Facility (Sludge) Permitted Active
vi-10 39 Pomona Valley Transfer Station Large Volume Transfer/Proc Proposed Planned
8A-1040  Agoura Road Limited Volume Transfer Op. Limited Volume Transfer Operation Notification Active

Swinv01.02/03/95



California Integrated Waste Management Board

Facility/Site Inventory Page 6
July 8, 1999
Status
SWIS Number Activity Regulatory Operational
| 19-AA-5000 LA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinex
18-AA-5005  Antelope Rubbish Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
19-AA-5007  AZUSA CLASS Il DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
18-AA-5009  CARSON SIX DRIVE IN Solii Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Detenninec
19-AA-5013  Martin Halliman Solid Waste Disposat Site Permitted Closed
f 19-AA-5022  La Verne City Dump Solid W aste Disposal Site Not Currently To Be Determinec
é 19-AA-5025 Louis Curtis co. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
‘ 18-AA-5027 MCDONALD'S DUMP Solii Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
19-AA-5032  Sepulveda Blvd. and Vermont Ave. Solid Waste Disposal Sii To Be Determined Closed
i 19-AA-5043  Vermont Ave Dump Solid waste Disposal Site Unpermitted To Be Detenninec
19-AA-5048  ARCADIA CITY DUMP $Solid Waste Disposal Sii To Be Determined Closed
19-AA-5056  BENNETT MURRAY BRINE SUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed

AL L FmAmA

19AA-U0

GARDENA VALLEY DUMP #4 - ALPINE VILLAGE

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Detenninec

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

|19-AA-5062 FLOYD BUNNEL Soli;ji Wast;LandfiII To Be Determined inactive
‘ 19-AA-5067  Caltrans South Gate Solid Waste Disposal Sii To Be Determined Closed
i 19-AA-5068  Cattrans - South Gate #2 Solid waste Disposal ;;te Permitted closed
: 19-AA-5072  CHAPIN Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
‘ 19-AA-5073 CHEVRON USA EL SEGUNDO REFINERY Solid W aste Diiposal Site To Be Determined Closed
{ 18-AA-5076  Compton City Landfill Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
i 18-AA-5081  COVINA CITY LANDFILL Solii Waste Disposal Sii To Be Determined To Be Detenninec
x 16-AA-5091  GLADDING/MCBEAN DUMP Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined Closed
| 19-AA-5092  GENTRY BROTHERS Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
'19.AA-5085  H.M. Guenser Solid Waste Diiposa Sii Permitted Closed
: 18-AA-5097 WC HARDISTY Solii Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
% 19-m-5099  Hetzler Landfill Inert Waste Disposal Site Permitted To Be Determineo
i 19-AA-5100  Canyon Park Dump/Rancho Duane Golf Cour Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
{ 19-AA-5101  HIGGINS BRICK & TILE CO WEST Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Clased
i 19-AA-5107  Inglewood Ave 8 156th ST. Solid Waste Disposal She To Be Determined Closed
i 19-AA-5114 LA BY-PRODUCTS, SLAUSON AVE PIT Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
’ 19-AA-5119  MARTIN LIT-WIN Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
i 19-AA-514@  County Parks and Rec Dept. Inert W aste Diiposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
; 19-AA-5154 MILLARD CANYON DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To. Be Determined To Be Determineo
i 18-AA-5185  Los Angeles County Road Dept. i Inert Closed
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A-51 56 LA CO SANITATION DIST, COMPTON 11

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

A-5182 PACIFIC SMELTING

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

Closed

A-51 83 PALOS VERDES ESTATES CITY LANDFILL

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

A-5184  Pasadena City Landfill Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
A-51 90  Phillips Ranch Disposal Site Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-51 99. REDONDO BEACH MUNICIPAL DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
A-5203 RULLO. J Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
A-5204  SAMUELSON, ERIC Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
A-5205  SAN DIMAS 490 Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Ciosed

A-5207  San Vincente 8 Beverly

Solii Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

A-5208 SAND CANYON WASTE DISPOSAL

Solii Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

Closed

A521 0  Security Company -

Inert Waste Disposal Site

Unpermitted

To Be Detenined

A-5213 Sierra Madre Dump

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

Closed

A-5214 CITY OF SIGNAL HILL LANDFILL

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

A-521 5 RG Simmons Estate

Solii Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

Closed

A-5224 SUNBURST DECORATIVE ROCK LF

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

A-5225  Sunnyglen Construction Company

Solid Waste Disposal Si

Pre-regulations

Closed

A-5227 ELMER TEAGUE

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

a-5229 Fred Theriot Dump

Solid Waste Disposal Site

Pre-regulations

Closed

A-5230 Tobia Dump #2

Solid Waste Disposal Site

Unpermitted

Closed

A-5231 Plaza Del Amo Landfill

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

A-5232 TORRANCE SUMP, 233RD ST Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
VA-5233  DISPOSAL GARDENS AKA TORRANCE. Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
WA-5234  TOYONCANYON COVE, CATALINA ISLAND Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
WA-5239  Valley Land Development Company Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
\A-5243  Walnut Avenue & Arrow Hwy Inert Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
A-5244  WALNUT CREEK Solid Waste Landfill To Be Determined Inactive
\A-5247  Culver City Dump Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5256  Harbor Hills Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
VA-5260  GARDENA CITY SENIOR CITIZEN HOME Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
\A-5261 Compton Dump Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed

\A-5276 CITY OF ALHAMBRA LANDFILL

Solii Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

\A-5278  Yasuda Dump

Solid Waste Disposal Site

Pre-regulations

Closed
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19-AA-5282 MCDONALD'S Solid Waste Landfill Pm-regulations Inactive
19-AA-5292 PARK AVE SCHOOL | CUDAHY DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
19-AA-5311  KELLY AVE DUMP #203 Solid Waste Diiposal Site Unpermitted Closed
19-AA-5320 TOBIAS AVE Solid Waste Diiposat Site To Be Determined To Be Determine
19-AA-5321  Torrance Municipal Dump Solid Waste Disposat Site To Be Determined Closed
19-AA-5322  SIGNAL HILL SOLID FILL 367 Solid Waste Disposal Site . To Be Detannined To Be Determine
19-AA-5331  MEAD WRECKING CO #313 Solid Waste Disposal Sit To Be Determined To Be Determine
| 1 g-AA-5332 Monrovia Nusery -Azusa Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
. 18-AA-5340  SAN CARLOS DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determine
! 19-AA-5343 WEBER AVE DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determines
19-AA-5344  RIVERA ROAD 345 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determine:
, 19-AA-5348  Lockheed Aircraft Corporation Inert Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Clean Closed
i 19-AA-5350  CITY OF SANTA MONICA LANDFILL #2 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determine
:; 19-AA-5352  Gilmour Mud Sump Solid Waste Disposal Sii To Be Detenmined- Closed
; 19-AA-5353  GLENDORA CITY DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
| 19-AA-5356  Green Hog Ranch Solid Waste Disposal Sii Unpermitted Closed
g 19-AA-5357 HAMILTON STREET DUMP/CARSON 248 Solid Waste Disposal Sii To Be Determined Closed
% 19-M-5362 BETHLEHEM STEEL DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
| 16.AA-5364  Bill Small's Mud Sump Solid Waste Disposai Site Pre-regulations Closed
i 19-AA-5368  HUNTINGTON PARK CITY DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
1 19-AA-5370  JOHNSTONE DUMP Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determines
!1g—AA—5371 Eddie Hank’'s Mud Sump Solid Waste Diiposal Site Permitted . Closed
18-AA-5374 FIRST STREET DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
; 18-AA-5375  Fluor Corporation Solid Waste Disposal Sii To Be Determined . Closed
19-AA-5376  FUTERNICK DUMP Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined Closed
5" 19-AA-5378  GARDENA SENIOR HOUSING Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Detannined To Be Determinec
19-AA-5382 DOWNEY DUMP Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determiner
19-m-5391 Dominguez Dump Solid Waste Landfill Proposed Planned
' 18-AA-53501 LA CITY WASHINGTON BLVD Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinet
% 19-AA-5503 LA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
! 18-AA-5512  STATE OF CA DIV OF HWY  ARROYO SECO Solid Waste Disposal Sits To Be Determined To Be Deterrninec
18-AA-5515 LA CO ROAD DEPT Solid waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
18-AA-5534 IA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Detenninec
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\A-5535  OXNARD & VAN NUYS 481 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5544  So. Cal. Disposal aka Hamilton Ave LF Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations. Closed
\A-5547  GOLDRING DUMP LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal-Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5549  LINDA WAY DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5550 WIGWAM AVENUE DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-8552  FLETCHER DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5553 MARTIN BLAIR ROCK QUARRY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5556  STATE OF CA HWY RD MAINT AKA CALTRANS Solid Waste DisposaI.Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
{A-5557 MGM DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5559  NORMANSIE INACTIVE LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
u-5560  Valley Land Development CO. Inc Solid Waste Diiposal Site Permitted To Be Determined
IA-5561,  STANDARD OIL CO Solid Waste Disposal Site: To Be Determined Closed
\A-5567  CLASS Il DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\A-5571 Landfill Associates’ Inert Waste Disposal Site Exempt Closed
8-5574  US AIR FORCE PLANT #42 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
u-5575 Otto Benedict Dump #2 Solid Waste Disposai Site Pre-regulations Closed
Ww-5576  DOMINIC CASTRO DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
1A-5577 ELYSION PARK Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
u-5570. SLOUGH PARK Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
1A-5579  LANDFILL # 1 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
A\A-5580 CERRITOS REGIONAL PARK Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
u-558 1 RIO SAN GABRIEL PARK Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
u-5582 INTERNATIONAL PAPER CO. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
u-5563  ALPINE VHLAGE SOCCER FIEL Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AA-5584  INDUSTRY HILLS CONSERVATION Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
1A-5585  INDUSTRY HILLS CONFERENCE. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
a-5586 INDUSTRY HILLS CONFERENCE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
u-5587 INDUSTRY HILLS CONFERENCE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
1A-5588  INDUSTRY HILLS CONFERENCE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
2A-5589 VICTORIA GOLF COURSE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AA-5590 DOMINQUEZ GOLF COURSE Solid Waste Disposal Sie To Be Determined Closed

Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined: Closed
AA-5591 DON DOMINGUEZ APARTMENTS Solid Waste Disposal Site _ To Be Determined Closed

|
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19-AA-5592 SOUTHBAY 6 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
! 1Q-AA-5593 DON KNOTT FORD Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
19-AA-5895 JWPCP In-Vessel Composter Pilot Project Composting Facility (Sludge) Notification Inactive
19-AA-5606  American Remedial Technologies Contaminated Soil Operation, Xfer Notification Active
19-AA-5607  Landmark Recycling Facility Contaminated Soil Operation, Xfer Notification Active
19-AA-5608 US Organic System/King Diiisal. inc. Composting Facility (Green W aste) Notification Active
. Large Volume Transfer/Proc Proposed Planned
‘ 19-AA-5624  Antelope Valley Public Landfill #2 Solid Waste Landfill Permitted Planned
’ ‘Q-AA-5645  US Navy San Clemente Island S.C.T.O. Sealed Container Transfer Notification Planned
19-AA-5674  Fields and Arcon Solid Waste Disposal Sike Excluded Abandoned
B-AA-5675  Mary Bezayiff Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
. 19-AA-5676  Gilmorn Mud Sumg Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
18-AA-8677  Grand Central Airport Sofid waste Diiposal si Unpermitted Closed
1 19-AA-6678  Claremont City Dump Solid waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
IQ-AA-5879  Maechian Ranch Solid Waste Disposat Site Unpermitted Closed
[ 19-AA-5680 PASADENA CITY LANDFILL Solid Waste Diisal Site Unpermitted closed
, 19-AA-5681 COMPTON DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
% 19-AA-5682 IMPERIAL MOBILE HOME PARK Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
{ IQ-AA5683 CARSON CITY TOWING INC. Solid Waste Disposat Siie .- unpermitted Closed
| 19-AA-5684  POMONA CITY DUMP #1 Solid Waste Disposal Si | To Be Determined Closed
l 1S-AA-5685 MOUNTAIN VIEW MOBILE INN Solid Waste Disbosal site I-o Be Determined Closed
i 19-AA-5687  PUREX RUBBISH DISPOSAL CO. Solid Waste Disposal Site ToBe Determined To Be Determined
l 19-AA-5688  SOUTHEASTERN DISPOSAL AND Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
19-AA-5689  AGAJANIAN DUMP Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined (0 osed
' 19-AA-5680 GENERAL DISPOSAL COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
} 18-AA-5691  Super 8 Motel (Westiand Inn) Solid Waste Oil Site To Be Determined Closed
; 19-AA-5692
% 19-AA-5709  AirSep Systems, Inc. Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Proposed Planned
i9-AC-5000  NASA-JPL DUMP AKA GEORGE HAGAN DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
l 19-AC-5001  PASADENA CITY LF Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined Closed
1 Q-AD-0001  VERNON MRF AND TS Materials Recovery Faciri (MRF)’ Proposed Planned
Large Volume’ Transfer/Proc Proposed Planned
1] 18-AE-0001  PALOS VERDES LANDFILL Sofid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
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AE-0004 CHANDLER'S PALOS VERDES SAND & GRAVEL Inert Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Active
AE-0005 HAWTHORNE CANYON LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AE-5183  Palos Verdes Estates City Landfill Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
4F-0001 BKK SANITAR‘Y LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted. Closmg l
AF-5001 AZUSA STREET DUMP-WEST COVINA Solid Waste Disposal Sitg To Be Determined To Be Determinedl
aF.5002  VALENCIA WATéR CO.-VALENCIA Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
4F-5003 MONTE'S DUMP-WEST COVINA Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AH-0001 CITY OF WHITTIER-SAVAGE CANYON Solid Waste Landfill Permitted Active
A4H-5004  GUIRADO DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
41-0001 NORWALK DUMP COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
A}-0002 NORWALK TRANSFER STATION Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
41-5000 Kobra Dump - Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
Al-5007 KALICO #1 - NEVILLE CHEMICAL Solid Waste Diiposal Site ‘To Be Determined Closed
Al-5008 - [KALICO #2 - NEYILLE CHEMICAL ‘Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
Al-5009 KALICO #3 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
Al-501 2 IA BY-PRODUCTS, NORWALK BLVD PIT Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
Al-5016 WASTE DISPOSAL INC Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
Al-501 9 General Disposat Co. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AJ-0001 CLAREMONT COLLEGES Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
AK-0001 BEL-ART TRANSFER STATION Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
AK-0002  STUDEBAKER/LOYNES DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
AK-0003  LOYNES/BIXBY DISPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
AK-0005 RAYS TRASH BOX SERVICE Small Volume Transfer Station Permitted Active
AK-0006 CITY DUMP SALVAGE #1 DS Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
AK-0008 CITY DUMP SALVAGE #3 D.S. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AK-0009 CITY DUMP AND SALVAGE D.S.# Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AK-0083 SOUTHEAST RESOURCE RECOVERY FACILITY Transformation Facility Permitted Activ
AK-0084  EAST 55TH WAY Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
AK-5001 CALTRANS LONG BEACH, SAN GABRIEL FWY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AK-5002 CALTRANS LONG BEACH, W LA RIVER Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AK-5004  CITY DUMP 8 SALVAGE #4 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AK-5006  LONG BEACH CITY LANDFILL Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AK-5007 LONG BEACH DISPOSAL

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined
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1g-AK-5009  BELMONT SHORES MOBILE HOME ESTATES Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined Closed
19-AK-5010  WEISSKER. HERMAN INC. Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
18-AK-5011  US NAVAL BASE TERMINAL ISLAND Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determinec
1 19-AK-5012  ASCON CONSTRUCTION - LONG BEACH Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
;‘!Q-AK-.’)O 13  MONSANTO-LONG BEACH Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
18-AK-5014 STUDEBAKER-CERR. CH. CITY DUMP 8

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

i
i
;
I
]

19-AK-5016  WHALERS COVE/CITY SALVAGE 1 & 2 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Detemined Closed
| 19-AK-5017  CITY DUMP & SALVAGE #2 Selid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
j 19-AK-5018  CITY DUMP & SALVAGE #1 DUMP SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
; 19-AK:5018  SAN GABRIEL RWWVER IMPROVEMENT Solid Waste Diisal Siie To Be Determined To Be Determined
‘ 19-AK-5020  CITY DUMP & SALVAGE #3 DUMP SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site . To Be Determined To Be Determined
19-AK:5021  54TH ST AND PARAMOUNT BLVD. D.S. Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
16-AK-5026 COVER STREET STOCKPILE Sofid Waste Disposal Site To Be Detenmined To Be Determined
i 19-AK-5030  PARAMOUNT DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
g 18-AQ-0001  CARSON TRANSFER STATION & MRF Large Volume Transfer/Proc Permitted Active
i 18-AQ-0005  BKK DISPOSAL SITE #2 (CLOSED) Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed
19-AQ-0006 DOLORES STREET.DISPOSAL SITE (CLOSED) Solid Waste Diiposal Site Unpermitted Closed
{16-AQ-0009  Broadway/Main Dump Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted . Closed
; 19-AQ0010  GARDENA VALLEY 1&2 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
i 16.AQ-0011 GARDENA VALLEY #5 (GOLDEN EAGLE) Solid Waste Disposal Sii To Be Determined - Closed
; 19-AQ-0012  CAL COMPACT LFMETRO 2000 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
“19.AQ-0013  ALAMEDA STREET LANDFILL Solii Waste Disposal Site To Be Determnined Closed
; 19-AQ-0014  BKK Public Dump -Carson Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
18-AQ-0015 Hardwick’s Disposal Pit Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
1 18-AQ-0016 GARDENA VALLEY #§ (FORD CENTER) Sofid Waste Disposal Sue Pre-regulations Closed
18-AQ-0017 WERDIND U M P Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
' 19-AQ-0018  California By-Products Dump Solid Waste Disposal Site Permitted Closed
5 18-AQ-0019 LA CO SANITATIONDIST 1. LF #18 #3 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Detemminec
: 18-AQ-5000 Dominguez Golf Disposal Site Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed
19-AQ-5002  U.S. Navy Dump Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations To Be Determined
i 18-AQ-5013  MARTIN HALLERMAN Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
ll 19-AQ-5017 SOUTHWEST STEEL ROLLING MILLS #2 Solid Waste Dispbsal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
{18.40-5021  Kilgore Dump

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined
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\R-5019 7TH STREET &ANDERSON STREET Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
(R-5020  JC AGAJANIAN Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
(R-5022 PJ AKMADZICH DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\R-5023 ANAHEIM STREET LIQUID DISPOSAL Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\R-5025 BASIN BY-PRODUCTS COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined T o Be Determine
\R-5026  BLUFFSIDE & WILLOWCREST Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5028 CALMAT COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\R-5029  CALIFORNIA MATERIALS COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
\R-5030  CALIFORNIA SALVAGE COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5032 GEORGE F CASEY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
\R-5033 CHAMPLLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5034 CHEMTEQ PACIFIC SERVICES INC Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5036 CONROCK COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Siie To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5037 CONSOLIDATED ROCK PRODUCTS COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5039 CROSBY 8 OVERTON INC Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5040  CADILLAC-FAIRVIEW Solid Waste Disposal Siie To Be Determined To Be Determined

SR-504 1 EL FLEMING

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid haste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Soild Waste Disposal Siie

To Be Detenined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Detenined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

AR-5043  HALISON COMPANY

4R-5045 LA BY-PRODUCTS HEWITT PIT NO 6
4R-5049 LAUREL CANYON DUMP

AR-5051 LMNGSTON - GRAHAM

AR-5052 LA CITY AVE 26 & FIGUEROA

AR-5058 LA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
AR-5060 IA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
AR-5063 LA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
AR-5069  IA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
AR-5070 HARBOR DEPARTMENT

AR-5071  CITY OF LA HARBOR DEPARTMENT
AR-5072 LA CITY TRANSFER

AR-5086 LA COUNTY ROAD DEPARTMENT S/O
AR-5067. IA COUNTY ROAD DEPARTMENT ARTESIA
AR-5090  IA COUNTY SD N/O DOMINGUEZ CHAN.
AR-5091 LA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT ALONG

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined
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19-AR-5094

NATIONAL LAND CLEARING TERMINAL IS LA -

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

1 g-AR-5095

PACIFIC ELECTRIC RAILROAD - LA

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Detetminec

1 g-AR-5096

PACIFIC OCEAN DIAPOSAL COMPANY

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

1 g-AR-5098

GM RUSSEL

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5100

SAN FERNANDO CITY LANDFILL

Soiid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5101

SELIG PLACE & MISSION ROAD DUMP

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

: 19-AR-5102

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISPOSAL COMPANY

Solid Waste Disposal Sii

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

i 18-AR-5105 TCL DUMP

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined.

To Be Determinec

|
l
l
i
i
!
1

19-AR-5106

TUXFORD AND SUNLAND NORTH

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

w-AR-5107

US NAVY - NAVY MOLE LONG BEACH

Solid Waste Diiposal Sii

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

{ 19-AR-5108

Veteran’s Adminiition Medical Center

Solid Waste Disposal Sii

Pre-regulations

Closed

19-AR-5111

VERMONT & 183RD STREET DUMP

Solid waste Disposa!l sii

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5112

VOLKSWAGON PACIFIC INC

Solid Waste Disposal Site .

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5114

WYNN WILKES <ONES SANTANTONIS

Sofid Waste Dii Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

18-AR-5116

WILLIAM BAILEY

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

18-AR-5117

OCKERY & JESSUP DUMP

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

|

19-AR-5118

BEN KAZARIAN

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

18-AR-§122

WATT DUMP

Sofid Waste Diiposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Detenninec

18-AR-5 123

KRUGER RUBBISH COMPANY

Solid Waste Oil Sii

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5124

HARBOR DOCK & WHARF COMPANY

Solid Waste Diiposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

I
1

i 19-AR-5125

LA HARBOR DEPARTMENT

Sofid Waste Dispesal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

. 19-AR-5126

HOOVER STREET DUMP

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

!

+ 19-AR-5127

RANCHOLABALLONA

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5128

IA ROCK & GRAVEL

Solid Waste Disposal Sii

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5132

LA FLEUR DAIRY

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

1

19-AR-5133

LEWIS VISCO -VALLEY IRON & METAL

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

i

19-AR-5134

DAILY DISPOSAL SERVICE 206

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5137

101 DISPOSAL COMPANY

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5138

KINGSLEY - OLYMPIC 277

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5139

KITTRIDGE DUMP

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

'

19-AR-5140

LA BY- PRODUCTS NORTH HOLLYWOOD 28

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

19-AR-5141

VALLEY BRICK 8 SUPPLIES VAN

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

18-AR-5142

VERMONT 8 EL SEGUNDO 407

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determinec

Swinv01-02/0;
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WIS Number Activity Regulatory Operational

AR-5144 PORT LAND RECLAMATION COMPANY

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

AR-5145 TWENTHIETH CENTURY FOX STUDIOS Solid Waste Diiposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5146  SAN FERNANDO VALLEY DIAPOSAL COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5148  OXNARD STREET DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5149 LOMITA & FRIGATE 304 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5150 CHADWICK CANYON 180 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Detenined To Be Determined
AR-5151 CHURCH - WILMINGTON 182 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5153 IT CORPORATION . Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5154 K&S Rubbish aka Ken Malloy Regional Park Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AR-5155 KAGEL CANYON 268 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-51 56 DISPOSAL COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR5157 EDMISTON DUMP-119 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined |
AR-51 58  SUN VALLEY DIAPOSAL SITE Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AR-51 59  SUNSET & LlNCPLN BLVD DUMP Solid Waste' Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-51 62  FLINTKOTE COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5164  PACIFIC OCEAN DISPOSAL COMPANY 914 P Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5165 TUJUNGA PIT Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5167  CITY DISPOSAL COMPANY Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5168  PORT DISPOSAL - MACCO PIT Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined Closed
AR-531 7 SUNSET 8 LINCOLN -VENICE 383 Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined |
AR-5511 LA CITY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5538  LACY STREET DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5569 BIG CANYON Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
AR-5570  Valley Roll-Off Services Small Volume Transfer Station Unpermitted Closed
AR-5574  DORRIS PLACE TRANSFER STATION Limited Volume Transfer Operation Notificati; o A(;t;ve )
AR-5575  59th Street Recycle Limited Volume Transfer Operation Notification Inactive
AR-5576  South Yard LVTO . Limited Volume Transfer Operation Notification Active
AR-5577 L & S Disposal Limited Volume Transfer Operation Notification Active
AR-5579  American Waste Industries Large Volume Transfer/Proc To Be Determined Planned
AR-5581  American Waste TS (Pendleton) Large Volume Transfer/Proc Unpermitted Planned
AR-5582 Solid Resources Collection Facility Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) Proposed Planned
AS-5000  SOUTH PASADENA CITY DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
CR-0001 HARBOR STREET MAINTENANCE YARD

Solid Waste Disposal Site

To Be Determined

To Be Determined

Swinv01-02/03/95
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18-CR-0002 LA CITY DEPATRMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
18-CR-0003  NAVY FUEL DEPOT Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
19-CR-0004 RIO LA BALLONA Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined’
19-CR-0826  Rosehills-DWP  Landfill Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined

! 18-CR-5009  Beeco (Distribution Auto Service) Solid Waste Diiposal Site Unpermitted Closed

| 1 g-CR-5036  Pick Your Parts Landfill Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed

i 18.-CR-5041  E. L. Fleming Dump Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed

i 18-CR-5042  Glencaks Dump Solid Waste Disposal Siie To Be Determined Closed

: 19-CR-5068  Bishops Canyon Landfill Solid Waste Disposat Site Pm-regulations Closed

;’ 19-CR-5098  San Fernando and Brazil Landfill Solid Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined

] 18-CR-5102 Wards Dump Solid Waste Disposal Si Unpermitted Closed

{19.CR-5122 Cleland Dump - $olid Waste Disposal Site’ unpermitted Closed

E 19-CR-5133  Lois Viseo Landfill Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed

I 19-CR-5137 101 Diiposal {Kaiser Pennanente) Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted closed

l 19-CR-5140  Victory-Vineland Landfill aka Target 294 Solid Waste Disposal ‘Site Unpermitted Closed

| 19-CR-5141  Valley Brick Landfill Solid waste Dispesal Sii Unpermitted Closed

- 19-CR-5165  Tujunga Pit Landfili Solid Waste Diiposal Site unpermitted Closed

’ 19-CR-5168 Ecology Auto Wrecking (Port Diil) Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed

: 19-CR-5176  De Ganno Pit Landfill Solid Waste Diiposal Site Unpermitted Closed

! 19-CR-5188  Desser (Pick Your Part) Solid Waste Oil Site Unpermitted Closed

; 19.CR-5316  PenmarGolf Course Solid Waste Diil Siie Pre-regulations Closed

! 19.CR-5501  Laidlaw/Washington Blvd. Closed Landfil Sofid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed

I! 19-CR-5512 ROSECRANS AVE / WOODRUFF AVE. DUMP Solid Waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed

! 19-CR-5513  Sunset Canyon Dump Solid waste Disposal Site Unpermitted Closed

' 19-CR-5514  Black Butte IflegalDisposal Site Solii Waste Disposal Site To Be Determined To Be Determined
18-CR-5816  Thatcher Street Maintenance DY Solid Waste Disposal Site Pre-regulations Closed

. 19-CR-5517  Gaffey Street Landfill Soflid Waste Disposal Siie Pre-regulations Closed

| 19-DE-0001  Innovative Waste Control Large Volume Transfer/Proc Proposed Planned

§ 19-DE-0002  Container Recycling Alliance Limited Volume Transfer Operation Proposed Planned

{19.T1-0014  LAKIN TIRE WEST. INC. Major Waste Tire Facilii Permitted Active

} 19-Ti-0046 FARGO TIRE 8 RUBBER COMPANY. INC. Tire Retreader Unpermitted Active

Ii 19-TI-0053  DANIELS TIRE SERVICE Minor Waste Tire Facility Not Currently Active

: 18-T1-0101 EVER WEAR TIRE PRODUCTS. INC Minor Waste Tire Facility Permitted Active
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‘-0106 DANIEL'S TIRE SERVICE Waste Tire Location Unpermitted Active
1-01 17 T.Y.RE.S.INC Minor Waste Tire Facility Excluded Active
-01 22 JACK’'S RECYCLING Waste Tire Location Not Currently Active
T-0138  MIKE'S TIREMAN INC Minor Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
Minor Waste Tire Facility Excluded Active

1-0409 E. 120TH WTP Waste Tire Location To Be Determined To Be Determined
1-0444 AIRPORT TIRES Waste Tire Location Not Currently Active
-0681 RUBBER TECHNOLOGY INTERNATIONAL Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
*1-0757 EAST AVENUE S WASTE TIRE SITE Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
‘-0758 Floyd Cox Tire Minor Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
10777 Import Tires Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
rl-0793 Nacho’s F?i-e-ﬁdly Tire shop Tire Dealer Excluded Active
[-0794 Eastside Tire Company Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
rl-0795 Frank's Tire & Automotive Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted, Active
r-0796 La Puente Tires Minor Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
rl-0797 Rene’s Tires Minor Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
T1-0798 Rice Motor Company Waste Tire Location Not Currently Active
D-0805 8th Street East WTS Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
D-0814 BFI WASTE SYSTEM OF NORTH AMERICA Minor Waste Tire Facility Proposed To Be Determined
I--0817 Jai Tires Tire Dealer Unpermitted Active
T1-0841 CRM Company, L.L.C. Major Waste Tire Facility Permitted Active
TI-0880 Atlos Rubber, Inc. Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
TI-0901 U. S. Tire Company Minor Waste Tire Facility Permitted Active
Ti-0954 J.R.'s Tire Center Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
TI-0958 Lakin Tire West, Inc.-Foster Rd. Major Waste Tire Facility Permitted Active
T-0960  132nd St Waste Tire Location Unpermitted Active
TI-1006 Lakin Tire—Leyva Street Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
TI-1007 Lakin Tire-Firestone Blvd. Major Waste Tire Facility Unpermitted Active
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{os Angeles EMJ Survev Response #14

Respondent: California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Los Angeles Region

QUESTION ANSWER
gency |California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region
acronym jLARWQCB
first /Michael
last | Lyons
title ! Environmental Specialist
address 1320 W. 4th St
city I Los Angeles
state CA
Zip 90013
telephone ~2135768718
fax 2135766640
altnumber No Info Entered.
email imiyons@rb4.swreb.ca.gov
website hitp/iwww.swrcb.ca.gov
weather_criteria No Info Entered.
air_criteria No info Entered.
medium-water iwater
water_criteria Surface waters, ground water, coastal waters and stormwater In Los Angeles and
Ventura County
lid_criteria No Info Entered.
hazardous_criteria No Info Entered.
medium-tanks itanks
tanks-criteda | Underground storage tanks
medium_biological ! biological
bio_criteria Fish and benthic infaunal communities in coastal waters
1)daily daily
1)daily_frequency varies
1)weekly weekly
1)monthiy imonthly
1)yearly lyearty
2)number monitors iNo Info Entered.
3)address_1 No info Entered.
3)city_1 No Info Entered.
3)zip_1 No Info Entered.
3)phone_1 No Info Entered..
3)area_1 I No Info Entered.
3)latlong_1 iNo info Entered.
3)address_2 No Info Entered.
3)city_2 No Info Entered.
3)zip 2 INo info Entered.
3)phone_2 i No Info Entered.
3)area_2 iNo Info Entered.
Iatlong_2 iNo Info Entered.
3)address 3 { No Info Entered.
3)city_3 i No Info Entered.
3)zip_3 No Info Entered.
|3)phone_3 (No Info Entered.
J)area_3 No Info Entered.
3)iatlong 3 No Info Entered.
3)address 4 No Info Entered.
3)city_4 i No Info Entered.
3)zip_4 (No Info Entered.
3)phone 4 (No info Entered.
3)area 4 iNo Info Entered.
Jjatlong 4 No info Entered.
3)address 5 No Info Entered.
3)city 5 iNo Info Entered.
|3)zip_S i No Info Entered.

Response subrmitted 7/14/59 by Michael Lyons

lof3




Respondent; California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, Los Angeles Region

QUESTION ANSWER

B)phone_5 No Info Entered.

B)area_5 No Info Entered.

B)latlong_5 No Info Entered.

K- )devices ISCO samplers for stormwater and effluent sampling, trawls for fish, Van Veen grab for
benthic infauna, Seabird instruments for water quality parameters

B )maintenance_moderate /moderate

Enetwork_none none

Ehother description

No info Entered.

7' )software No Info Entered.
Byes yes
‘ la)description We have an relational database for storage of monitoring data, but have not fully
r implemented its use. It is based on Oracle.
o no
Cla)delegation Data measurement is performed by various dischargers within the region. Data

storage is handled by our Information Technology Unit (Acting Chief is Jack Price,
2135676669.

1.0)qa/qc_moderate

moderate

111)data_management_heavy

heavy

111 )data_management_description

We have developed standardiied data submittal formats and have a data loading
routine to load data submitted electronically. However, if the computer identifies errors.
staff must contact the discharger agency submitting data to resolve problems. We are
still testing this process and have not fully implemented it for the region. Considerable
staff resources also are required to enter permit requirements and monitoring program
requirements. At this point, we do not have staff dedicated to data analysis, but this
will required considerable staff resources.

112)yes yes

112a)hard |hard_copy

112a)other_description /At some point, we hope to make data accessible over the intemet.
12b)30+_days 30+_days

112c)interpret_none none

1l2d)yes_standards yes

‘12e)plans_description No Info Entered.

‘1 2f)concems_yes yes

11 2¢c)concerns_description

We would like to provide some interpretation of the data so that the public will
understand the information and be less likely to misuse or misinterpret it.

113)data_mapped_no

no

il4)realtime_no

no

‘I4a)realtime_plans_no

no

‘I4a)realtime plans_description

No Info Entered.

‘14b)integrated_database_description

We have several hundred discharger submitting data to us and it does not appear
feasible to make this information available on a realtime basis. It may be possible to
accelerate transmission of certain types of monitoring data (e.g., bacteriological data),
but since this data is not produced in realtime, it won't be dileminated in real time.

‘14c)realtime_both

both

‘14cyrealtime_obstacles_benefits_description

Some types of data don't lend themselves to realtime data gathering or dissemination.
We are still trying to organize the mass of data that we receive, so that we can better
evaluate it. Providing realtime information to the public will have to wait until we
mprove our internal capabilities.

14d)50000 /greater-than-50,000
‘15)compatibility_likely likely
‘15a)ymultimedia_qga_no no
‘15a)multimedia_ga_description No Info Entered.

- 15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_yes yes

‘15b)multimedia_qa_efforts_description

Southern California Coastal Water Reserach Project integrated data collected by
several agencies for the Southern California Bight Pilot Project in 1994 (regional
monitoring of coastal waters). SCCWRP will be doing the same thing, but with a larger
number of participants, for the Bight98 project.

Response submitted 7/74/99 by Michael Lyons

20f3




Survev

1. Respondent: California Regional Water Quality

Control Board, Los Angeles Region

QUESTION

ANSWER

15¢c)ibase_development_yes

lyes

15¢)dbase_development_description

We would need to define a dear objective and people would need to adopt standard
:dafa formats. An alternative is the diibuted database, where each agency retaii the
iactual data, but there is a master index to what exists and where it is stored.

16)goals_objectives

| Protect water quality and beneficial uses of state waters.

17)mandate_yes lyes

17a)longterm {likely_long_term

17a)ending i No info Entered.

17b)begin_date 11860

17cywhy_agency_collects No Info Entered.

18)mandate_to_disseminate yes yes

19)funding_fed federal

19)funding_state state

20)total_cost NA

20)cost_for_installation No Info Entered.

20)cost_for_operation No info Entered.

21)dup_collection_yes yes

21a)dup_agency 8 other regional boards

21a)dup contact | No Info Entered.

21a)dup_phone No info Entered.

21b)cooperate_yes yes

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description State has a group coordiing data management activities.

22)include_agency No info Entered.

22)include_contact {No Info Entered.

22)include_phone No Info Entered.

comments Various groups are pusthing for global databases, some favoring one format and others
another. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency would be a useful agency to help
coordinate this effort, but they have their own preferences for the type of database to.
be used, and others disagree.

date_submitted 7/14/99

forum_yes yes

Response submitted 7/14/99 by Michael Lyons
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Los Angeles EMI Survey Response #2 Respendent; Cii of Los Angeles
Bureau of Sanitation Stormwater Division

QUESTION A NSWER

agency lCity of Los Angeles, Bureau of Sanitation, Stormwater Management Division
acronym SMD

first John

last Dorsey

title Assistant. Divisinn Manager

address 650 S. Spring St., 7th Floor

city ' Los Angeles

state iCA
lzip 90014

telephone 2138476347

fax 2138475443

altnumber No Info Entered.

email iidorsey@san,ci.la.ca.us

website iNo info Entered.

weather-criteria iNo info Entered.

air criteria { No Info Entered.

water-criteria | Runoff in open channels of Ballona Creek
solid-criteria No Info Entered.

hazardous-criteria No Info Entered.

tanks criteria No Info Entered.

bio_criteria No Info Entered.

1)daily_frequency 2Xiwk

1)other other

2)number_monitors I none

3)address_1 IBC1

3)city_1 { Los Angeles

3)zip_1 !'No Info Entered.

3)phone_1 I No Info Entered.

3)area_1 Underground channel exit, 3.95 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)latlong_1 No Info Entered.

3)address_2 (BC2

3)city_2 Los Angeles

3)zip_2 No info Entered.

3)phone_2 J.N.Info Entered.

3)area_2 13.85 mjunstream from Overland Bridge
3)iatflong_2 (No Info Entered.

3)address_3 iBC3

3)city_3 ¢ Los Angeles

3)2ip_3 No Info Entered.

3)phone_3 No Info Entered.

3)area_3 i3.4 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)lationg_3 No Info Entered.

3)address_4 BC4

3)city 4 Los Angeles

3)zip_ 4 i No Info Entered.

3)phone 4 No Info Entered.

3)area_4 3.0 mi upstream from Overland Bridge
3)iatlong 4 No Info Entered.

Jjagutess 5 |BC5

3)city_ 5 i Los Angeles -
3xzip_ 5 {No Info Entered.

3)phone_5 i No Info Entered.

3)area_5 ! Under Fairfax Ave bridge, 2.95 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)iat/ long-5 No Info Entered.

3)address_6 BCS

B)city 6 /Los Angeles

3)zip_6 I. No infn Entered.

3)ohone 6 ! No Info Entered.

Response submitted 6/22/99 by John Dorsey
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Les Angeles EMI Survev Response #2

Respondent: City of Los Angeles

Bureau of Sanitation Stormwater Division

QUESTION ANSWER
3)area_6 1 2.55 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)lat/long_6 | No Info Entered.
3)address_7 1BC7
3)city_7 | Los Angeles
3)zip_7 No info Entered.
3)phone_7 No Info Entered.
3)area_7 12.5 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)lat/long_7 No Info Entered.
3laddress 8 BC8
3)city_8 ILos Angeles
B)zip_8 iNo Info Entered.
3)phone_8 ! No Info Entered.
3)area_8 | Under La Cienega Blvd bridge, 2.5 mi upstream from Overland bridge
Yat/long_8 iNo Info Entered.
3)address_9 iBCY
3)city_S | Culver City
3)zip_8 | No Info Entered.
3)phone_9 I No Info Entered.
3)area_9 { Under Washington Blvd bridge, 2.4 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)lat/long_9 No Info Entered.
3)address_10 BC10
3)city_10 iCulver ¢ i i
3)zip_10 I No Info Entered.
3)phone_10 No Info Entered.
3)area_10 2.2mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)lat/long_10 No Info Entered.
3)address_11 BC11
3)city_11 Culver cii
3)zip_11 {No Info Entered.
3)phone_11 No Info Entered.
3)area_11 under National Blvd bridge, 2.0 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)iatlong_11 I No Info Entered.
3)address_12 1BC12
3)city_12 Culver City
3)zip_12 No Info Entered.
3)phone_12 iNo info Entered.
3)area_12 under Rodeo Dr bridge, 1.65 mi upstream from Overtand bridge
3)latlong_12 No info Entered.
3)address_13 BC13
3)ity_13 iCulver cii
3)zip_13 No Info Entered.
3)phone_13 No Info Entered.
3)area_13 1.5 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)latlong_13 No info Entered.
3)address_14 BC14
3)city_14 | Culver City
3)2ip_14 No Info Entered.
3)phone_14 No Info Entered.
3)area_14 0.72 miupstream from Overland bridge
3)latfong_14 No Info Entered.
3)address_15 BC15
3)&y-.4 1Cuiver City
3p_15 I No Info Entered.
3)phone_15 iNo Info Entered.
3)area_15 1 0.7 mi upstream from Overland bridge
3)atlong 15 iNo Info Entered
3)address_16 {BC16
|3)city_16 | Culver city

Response submitted 6/22/99 by John Dorsey
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Los Angeles EMI Survev Response #2

Respondent: City of Los Angeles

Bureau of Sanitation Stomwater Division

I QUESTION ANSWER ]
3)zip_16 No Info Entered.

3)phone_16 No info Entered.

3)area_16 ]0.6 mi upstream from Overland bridge

3)lat/long_16 {No Info Entered.

3)address_17 BC 17

3)city 17 Culver City

3)zip_17 ['No Info Entered.

3)phone_17 No info Entered.

3)area_17 0.2 mi upstream from Overland bridge

3)latlong_17 No Info Entered.

3)address_18 BC18

3)city_18 Culver Cii

3)zip_18 No Info Entered.

3)phone_18 No Info Entered.

3)area_18 under Overland Bridge

3)latlong_18 No Info Entered.

3)address_19 BC18

3)city_19 Culver Cii

3)zip_19 No Info Entered.

3)phone_19 No Info Entered.

3)area_19 IS side channel. 0.05 mi downstream from Qverland bridge
3)latlong_19 No Info Entered.

3)address 20 BC20

3)city 20 Culver Cii

3)zip_20 | No Info Entered.

3)phone_20 (No Info Entered.

3)area_20 i N side channel, 0.05 mi downstream from Overland bridge
3)latlong_20 INo Info Entered.

4)devices Grab samples using 150 ml polyprop. containers returned to tab for analyses of Totla

coliforms E coli Ph conductivity

5)maintenance_none none

6)network_none none

6)other_description None

7)software Data entered into Excel spreadsheet, graphical analyses to determine chronic hotspots.
R [pa

8a)description No Info Entered.

9)yes yes

Qa)delegation I No info Entered.

10)qa/qc_moderate moderate

11)data_management_minimal minimal

11)data_management_description Data QA/QC performed by lab, en-railed to SMD (J. Dorsey)or entery into spreadsheet,

(analyses. -

12)no yes

12a)other_description Ne Info Entered.

12d)nc_standards no

12e)no_public_plans no

12e)plans_description No Info Entered.

12f)concems_yes yes

12c)concems_description

[Data are being used to determine if chronic illegal discharges exist in Ballona Creek

assessment focuses on relative abundance of coliform bacteria. These data would not

be of general public interest because swimming is not aliowed in the Creek storm drain
channels.”

13)data_mapped_no no
14)realtime_no no
14a)realtime_plans_no no
14a)realtime_plans_description No Info Entered.

Response submitted 622/99 by John Dorsey
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Los Angeles EMI Survey Response #2

Respondent: City of Los Angeles

Bureau of Sanitation Storrnwater Division

QUESTION

ANSWER

14b)integrated_database_description

IThis is a onetime study, not an ongoing monitoring program. If it were ongoing, data

delivery to an integrated database would by delayed by minimally 24 hrs due to lab
processing time.

14c)realtime_obstacles

obstacles

14c)reaitime_obstacles_benefits_description |Bacteriological data difficult to explain can't compare to water qualii standards as

done on bathing beaches because thii is a storm drain system where swimming is
prohibited and baseline counts are typically elevated.

14d)515 ibetween_5,000-15,000
15)compatibilitv likelv ilikelv

1 Sa)multimedia_ga_no jno
153)multimedia_ga_description ' No Info Entered.
15b)muitimedia_ga_efforts_no ino
15b)ymultimedia_ga_efforts_description iNo info Entered.
15c)dbase_development yes iyes

15c)dbase_development_description

¢ If this study were to result in longterm. fow level monitoring, then integrating it with
fongoing Shoreline monitoring programs now done by the City of Los Angeles (Bureau
iof Sanitation, Environmental Monitoring Divisionywould be useful to help explain

Jexceedanées of water qualii bathing standards along beaches at me mouth of Ballora
i Creek.

16)goals_objectives

{1. Obtain baseline information on levels of Total coliform, E. coli bacteria in the main

lopen channel of Ballona Creek. 2. Determine if chronic hotspots” are present where
bacterial levels are significantly elevated relative to baseline levels. 3. Confirm
hotspots from samples tested for human enteric virus using RTPCR.

17)mandate_no ino
17a)ending No Info Entered.
17b)begin_date i No Info Entered.

17¢)why_agency_collects

Study supports two programs: 1. lllicit connectionfliict dirge program to identify,
;eliminate sewage from entering storm drams (NPDES Required) 2 Development of a
;bactefialTMDL (to be developed by me State’s Los Angeles RWQCB).

18)mandate_to_disseminate no no B

19)funding_city city

20%tctal cost ~$40,000

20)cost_for_installation n/a

20)cost_for_operation na

21 )dup_collection_yes yes

2ta)dup_agency Los Angeles County, Dept Public Works

21a)dup_contact Bil Depoto

21a)dup_phone (626) 4583537

21b)cooperate_yes yes —

21cyhow_to_avoid_dup_description LA County sample at longer frequencies and at only a few sites in Ballona Creek. We
will provide them data from this study to augment their assessment of the overall storm

drain system's water quality.

ude agency County of Los Angeles, Department of Health Services
Yinclude _contact Jack Pefralia
P2)inciude phone (323) 8814011
comments

Although this is a onetime survey, we may establish longterm, lowlevel ronitoring in

the Creek system. We plan on performing a similar study in me Los Angeles River
|along reaches within me city limits of Los Angeles.

date-submitted

16/22/98

forum_yes

yes

Response submitted 6/22/99 by John Dorsey
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Respondent: City of Los Angeles Local Enforcement Agency

QUESTION A N S W E R

lagency | City of Los Angeles Local Enforcement Agency

acronym ILEA

first | David

last Thompson

title Sr. inspector

address 1201 N. Figueroa St., Rm 200

city iLos Angeles

state ICA

Zip 190012

telephone 12135801075

fax 12135801084

althumber 2135801082

email |dthompso@ead.ci.la.ca.us

website I No Info Entered.

weather-criteria No Info Entered.

air-criteria No Info Entered.

water-criteria No Info Entered.

medium-solid /solid

solid-criteria [The LEA is responsible for permitting and inspecting all solid waste facilities located
(within the Cii of Los Angeles.

hazardous_criteria | No Info Entered.

fanks-criteria I No Info Entered.

pio_criteria No Info Entered.

1)daily_frequency No info Entered.

1 )weekly weekly

[1)biweekly hiweekly

1)monthly I monthly

1)quarterly quarterly

1)yearly yearly

2)number_monitors 100 Facilities

3)address_1 ! No Info Entered.

3)city_1 I No Info Entered.

3)zip_1 I No Info Entered.

3)phone_1 No Info Entered.

3)area_1 No Info Entered.

3)lat/long_1 I No Info Entered.

3)address_2 {No Info Entered.

3)city_2 {No Info Entered.

3)zip 2 No Info Entered.

3)phone_2 No Info Entered.

3)area_2 No Info Entered.

3)latflong_2 No Info Entered.

3)address_3 No Info Entered.

3)city_3 | No Info Entered.

3)zip_3 No Info Entered.

3)phone_3 No Info Entered.

3area_3 | No Info Entered.

3)latlong 3 | No Info Entered.

3)address_4 No Info Entered.

3)city_4 No Info Entered.

3)zip_ 4 | No Info Entered.

3)phone_4 (No Info Entered.

3)area_4 No Info Entered.

3)latfong_4 No Info Entered.

3)address_5 No Info Entered.

3)city 5 No Info Entered.

3)xzip 5 | No Info Entered.

3)phone 5 | No Info Entered.

Rasponse submitted 7/9/99 by David Thempson
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Los Angeles EMI Survev Resonse #10

Respondent: City of Los Angeles Local Enforcement Agency

QUESTION A NS WER

3)area_5 i No Info Entered.

Jationg_5 No Info Entered.

4)devices The LEA uses a Landtec GA90 gas analyzer with an attached hydrocarbon filter to

monitor for landfill gas migration. We also have avialable an Arnetek MK2 Audio
Dosimeter and a Faxboro OVA 128 Organic Gas Analyzer for Special circumstances.

5)maintenance_minimal

minimal

B)network _none

hone

6)other_description

/AIl of the LEA’S equipment are handheld instruments that give direct readings. These
lreadings are then recorded in the facility’s inspection report

7)software {The LEA uses Microsoft Excel to analyze landfilt gas migration trends at perimeter
[probes with a Continuous gas problems. Routine monitoring results are not entered int
/a spreadsheet

8)no :no

8a)description i Inspection reports with monitoring results are store in the facility’s file cabinet in our
1office.

O)yes iyes

Sa)deiegation {No info Entered.

10)qa/qe_cursory |cursory

11)data_management_minimal jminimal

11)data_management_description } No Info Entered.

12)yes yes

12a)hard hard_copy

12a)other_description

scheduled with the LEA so as to ensure the availabilitv of staff.

120)15_days 1 S-days
12c)interpret_minimal minimal
12d)yes_standards lyes
12e)plans_description No Info Entered.
12f)concems_no no

12c)concems_description

(The caly facility information not open to public review are the following: Prefiminary
idrafts, records pertaining to pending litagation,personnel, medical or similar files

13)data_mapped_no

jno

14)realtime_yes

yes

14a)realtime_plans_description

iNo Info Entered.

14b)integrated_database_description

‘All of reports are stored as hard copies in cur office file cabinets. A system would need
to be implemented to store the information in an electronic format

14¢)realtime_both

iboth

14c)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description

Itis important the public feel that the information is accessable and that thegov
is not trying to hide problems. At the same time, it is vital that the facility operators be
1given the inspection resuits prior to the release of information to the public.

14d)5-15 between_5,000-15,000
15)compatibility_dont_know do_not_know
15a)multimedia_ga_no o
15a)multimedia_ga_description No info Entered.
15b)ymultimedia_qga_efforts_no no
15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_description No info Entered.
15c)dbase_development_description No info Entered.

16)goals_objectives

The LEA is require by state reguiations to ensure that all solid waste fadlii located!
within the City of Los Angeles are in compliance with Title 14 and 27 CCR.

17)mandate_ves yes

17a)longterm fikely_long_term

17a)ending No info Entered. )
17b)begin_date Depends on the year the facility began operations
17c)why_agency_collects No Info Entered.

18)mandate_to_disseminate_no no

18)funding_city city

Response submitted 7/3/99 by David Thompson
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Respondent: City of Los Angeles Local Enforcement Agency

QUESTION = - ANSWER ==

20)total_cost 1700,000

20)cost_for,_installation 7,000 (simple average)
-{20)cost_for_operation No Info Entered.

21)dup_collection_yes yes

21a)dup_agency CA Intergrated Waste Management Board

21a)dup_contact Depends upon facility
‘|21a)dup_phone No Info Entered.

21b)cooperate_yes yes

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

AB 1220 has mandated the elimination of duplicate of responsibilities of the LEA,
CIwWMB, RWQCB, CalOSHA, and ARB .

22)include_agency

No Info Entered.

22)include_contact

No Info Entered.

22)inciude_phone No Info Entered.
comments | No Info Entered.
date_submitted 7/9/99
forum_yes yes

Reasponse submitted 7/%/99 by David Thompson
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Respondent: State of California,

Department of Toxic Substances Control

‘QUESTION: ANSWER . . . . & . .
agency. iDepartrent of Toxic Substances Control, State of California’
acronym DTSC

first Stephen

last Hanna

title Chief, Office of Environmental information Management
address P.O. Box 806

city Sacramento

state CA

zip 95812

telephone ((916) 3249924

fax 1{916) 4459549

altnumber t No Info Entered.

email shanna@dtsc.ca.gov

website http://www.dtsc.ca.gov

Weather_mteﬂg (NO Info Entered.

medhun. i air

air-criteria TRI data coliected annually

medium-water water

water_criteria TRI data collected annually

Isolid_criteria No Info Entered.

medium_hazardous

hazardous

hazardous_criteria

Hazardous waste manifest data obtained for each shipment
RCRA biennial report data
TRI data coliected annually

tanks_criteria No Info Entered.
bio_criteria No info Entered.
T)daity daily
1)daily_frequency No Info Entered.
1)yearly yearly

Hother other
2)number_monitors INA
3)address_1 NA .
3)city_1 No info Entered.
3)zip_1 { No Info Entered.
3)phone_1 No Info Entered.
3)area_1 No Info Entered.
3)at/iong_1 No Info Entered.
3)address_2 No Info Entered.
ity 2 {No info Entered.
3)zip_2 INo info Entered.
3)phone_2 No Info Entered.
3)area_2 No Info Entered.
3)lationg_2 iNo info Entered.
3)address_3 ! No Info Entered.
3)city_3 {No Info Entered.
3xip 3 No-Info Entered.
3)phone_3 No Info Entered.
3)area_3 No Info Entered.
3)latiiong 2 No Info Entered.
3)address_4 _ INo info Entered.
3)city_4 No Info Entered.
i 4 No Info Entered.
3)phone_4 | No Info Entered.
3)area_4 (No Info Entered.
3)ationg 4 | No info Entered,
3)address_5 {No Info Entered.
3)city 5 No Info Entered.
3ip S No Info Entered.

Response subrnitted 7/2/99 by Stephen Hanna
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Respeondent; State of California,

Department of Toxic Substances Control

QUESTION - ANSWER~

3)phone_5 No Info Entered.

3)area_S No Info Entered.

3)iatllong_5 No Info Entered.

4)devices Data are not monitorin data for ambient concentrations. For the three sources
(hazardous waste manifests, biennial report, TRI} the data consist of quantities
released or transferred.

5)maintenance_none none
6)network_none none
B)other_description No Info Entered.
7)software Data are captured and entered into automated systems by various mechanisms. For
hazardous Waste manifests, data elements are keyentered . For the Biennial Report,
(data are keyentered or received on diskette. For TRI, data are keyentered or received
jon diskette. Manifest data are proceased initially into an ADABAS system, extracted
‘into an SQLServer environment, and accessed via an Intranet Biennial Report data
are processed using commercial software plus MS Access to manipulate data. TRI
data are processed using MS Access and are access via the Intranet.
8)yes yes
[8a)description ADABAS, MS Access, SQL.
9a)delegation No Info Entered.
10)qa/qc_cursory cursory
11)data_management_moderate moderate

11)data_management_description

Manifest data volumes are 4,000,000 documents/year. and a reference fagility file
containing 300,000+ records. The Biennial Report has approximately 7,000 filers. TRI
{has approximately 1,400 filers.

12)yes yes

12a)web web

12a)hard hard_¢
12a)telephone telephone
12a)other_description { No Info Entered.
12b)30+_days 130+_days
12c)interpret_none none
12d)no_standards no

12e)plans . description No Info Entered.
12f)concems_no ino
12c)concerns_description INo Info Entered.
13)data_mapped_no ino
14)realtime_no ino
14a)reattime_plans_no no
14a)realtime_plans_description No Info Entered.
14b)integrated_database_description NA

14c)realtime_obstacies_benefits description No Info Entered.

15)compatibility_likely

Tkely

15a)multimedia_qa_ves

yes

15a)multimedia_ga_description

Facility level data integration has been performed to identify muttiagency reguiation.
integranon By chemical is problemmatic.

15bymultimedia_ga_efforts_yes yes
15b)muttimedia_ga_efforts_description Facilii level integration.
15c)dbase_development_yes yes

15¢)dbase_development _description

Chemicals/substances measured must be standardized for integration.

16)goais_objectives

No Info Entered.

17)mandate_yes yes
17a)longterm likely_long_term
17a)ending No Info Entered.
17b)begin_date 1983
17¢c)why_agency_collects No Info Entered.
19)unding_fed federal
19)funding_state i state

Response submitted 7/2/99 by Stephen FHanna
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Respondent: state of California,
Department of Toxic Substances Control

QUESTION

ANSWER

20)total_cost

{No Info Entered.

20)cost_for_instaliation

I No Info Entered.

20)cost_for_operation

INo Info Entered.

21)dup_collection_yes

lyes

21a)dup_agency INo info Entered.
21a)dup_contact 1No Info Entered.
21a)dup_phone ¢ No Info Entered.
21b)cooperate_ves yes

21c)how to_avord dup_description INo Info Entered.
22)include_agency INo Info Entered.
22)include contact INo Info Entered.
22)include_phone I No Info Entered.
comments INo Info Entered.
date-submitted i7/2/99
forum_vyes lyes

Response submitted 7/2/98 by Stephen Hanna
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Respondent: Los Angeles Cii Fire Department

- ANSWER "=~
Los Angeles City Fire Department

acronym LAFD

first Vaierie
Jiast - ] ~ iZumwalt
fitie Manager, HazMat Programs
|address 200 N. Main St. Rm. 970
city Los Angeles

state CA

zip S0z

telephone 12134857640

fax 12134858994

allnumber Nolnfo Entered.

email viz5465@lafd.cila.ca.us
website viz5465@lafd.ci.la.ca.us
weather_critefia No info Entered.

air-criteria No Info Entered.
water-criteria No info Entered.
solid_criteria No tinfo Entered.
hazardous_criteria No Info Entered.
Imedium_tanks tanks
|tanks_criteria approve site closures receive reports from consuitants
bio_criteria No Info Entered. .
1)daily frequency No info Entered.

T)other fother

2)number_monitors iNo Info Entered.
3)address_1 {No Info Entered.

3)city 4 INn Info Entered.

3)zip_1 INo info Entered.

3)phone_1 INo Info Entered.

3)area_1 No Info Entered.
3)latlong_1 No Info Entered.
3)address_2 No Info Entered.

ity 2 INo info_ Entered.
3)zip_2 I Ne info Entered.

3)phone 3 INn Info Entered.

Jjarea 2 No Info Entered.
3)lationg_2 No Info Entered.
3)address 3 N Info Entered.

3)city 3 iN info Entered.

3)zip_3 J'No Tnfo Entered.

3)phone 3 INa_ Jofo _Entered.

3)area_ 3 TNo Infrx Entered.
3)latong_3 I No Info Entered.
3)address_4 No Info Entered.

3city 4 TNe Info Entered.

3i)zip_4 e info Entered.
[3)phone_4 No Info Entered.

3)area 4 No Info Entered.
3))latflong_4 No Info Entered.
3h)address_5 INo info Entered.

3ty 5 No Info Entered.
Ehzits No Info Entered.
3)phone_5 No Info Entered.

Jarea_5 No Info Entered.
J)iat/long_5 No Info Entered.

4)devices eports only for site closures or removals of underground tanks
S)ather_description (No info Entered.
7)software | none... reports are filed

Responise submitted 7/14/99 by Valerie Zumwalt
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Respondent: Los Angeles City Fire Department

EUESTIQNC ANSWER

8a)descriotion I No Info Entered.

Sadeleaation ! No Info Entered.
10jqa/qc_moderate i moderate
11)data_management_minimal | minimal

11)data management_description INo info Entered.

12)yes iyes

12a)other_description (public records requests at our office
12b)30+ days 130+ _days

[12c)interpret_none inane

12d)yes_standards

i g w—

12e)plans_description

{ No Info Entered.

12f)concerns_ves

iyes

12¢)concems_description

| In general, the Fire Department does not release information to the public. Information
lis available upon request at our office.

13)data_mapped no no
14)yeaitime no 1o
14a)realtime_plans;_no no
14a)realtime_plans;-description No Info Entered.
14bjintegrated_database description N/A
“1ac)reatme_both both

14c)realtime_obstacies_benefits_description [Much ¢f the information collected by our department is confidential and would need to

be redacted in order to be released to the public. Some of the information is kept

private as a safety issue. General release of hazardous materials sites is considered to
be a safety issue.

15)compatibility_dont_know ¢o_not_know

153)muitimedia ga_no no

15a)muttimedia_ga_description No info Entered.

15b)multimedia_ga_efforts no no

15b)ymultimedia_ga_efforts_description No info Entered.

15c)dbase_development_no no

15¢c)dbase_development description ! Unlikely

186)goals_objectives i We collect data to determine compliance with existing regulations.

17)mandate_ves lyes

173)longterm Jlikely_long term

172)ending INo Info Entered.

17b)begin_date 11984

17c)why_agency_collects |No info Entered.

1 8 ) ino

19)funding_city reity

20)total_cost n/a

20)cost for_installation No Info Entarad.

20)cost_for_operation No Info Entered.

21)dup_collection_yes yes

21a)dup_agency All Unified Program Agencies

21a)dup_contact No info Entered.

21a)dup_phone No Info Entered.

21b)cooperate_yes yes

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description We are working together to maintain consistency in the Unified Program. This is not
relevant 1o this survey.

22)include_agency

No Info Entered.

22)include_contact

No Info Entered.

22)include_phone

!No Info Entered.

comments

tWe danot perform actual monitoring of sites. Our primary acal is to collect hazardous
material inventories, aversee the installation and removai of underground storage tanksl
and oversee the California Accidental Release Prevention Program. As such, we
collect information that is submitted to our agency and store it in a database.

date submitted

{7/14/98

— 1

Response submitted 7/14/99 by Vaierie Zumwalt
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Respondent: L os Angeles Cii Fire Department

QUESTION. ANSW__E R

forum_yes lyes

Response submitted 7/14/99 by Vailerie Zumwalt 30f3




Respondent: L. A. county Department of public works

QUESTION. . - ANSWER ,
agency L. A. County Department of Public Works
acronym LACOPW

irst Bill

ast De Poto

itle |Monitoring Program Manager

hddress 1900 So. Fremont Ave.

city Alhambra

ktate CA

zip 91803

elephone 1626.458.3537

ax 626.458.3534

altnumber No Info Entered.

ail |bdepoto@dpw.co.la.ca.us
website ihitp://dpw.co.la.ca.us
eather-criteria INo Info Entered.

jair-criteria No Info Entered.

Imedium water water

\water_criteria Mass Emission, Land Use Specific, and Critical industry stormwater runoff monitoring
Isoiid_criteria No info Entered.

hazardous_criteria INo Info Entered.

tanks_criteria No Info Entered.

bio_criteria Na Info Entered.

1)daily_frequency Up 1o 10 storm or dry weather events for rass emission sampling up to 200 “station

events” for tand use sampling” up to 10 storms for critical industry sampling.

1)other other

2)number_monitors 19
3)address_1 Baliona Ck. @ Sawtelie Bivd.

3)eity_1 Los Angeles

3ip_1 No info Entered.

3)phone_1 No Info Entered.

3)area_1 Ballona Ck. watershed

3)atlong_1 No info Entered.

3)address_2 Malibu Ck. south of Piuma Rd.

S)city_2 Unincorp. Maiibu

3)zip_2 No Info Entered.

3)phone_2 (No Info Entered.

3)area_2 Malibu Ck. watershed

3)iat/long_2 No Info Entered.

3)address_3 L A River @ Wardiow Rd.

3)ity_3 Long Beach

3)zip_3 No info Entered.

3)phone_3 No info Entered.

3)area 3 L.A  River watershed

3)atfiong_3 No info Entered.

3)address_4 Coyote Ck @ Spring St.

3)city 4 |Long Beach

3)zip_4 No Info Entered.
3)phone_4 No Info Entered.
3)area_4 Coyote Ck. watershed

3)lationg_4 No Info Entered.

3)address_5 iSan Gabriel River @ S.G. River Pkway.
3)city 5 Pico Rivera

3)zip 5 No info Entered.

3)phone_5 i{No Info Entered.

3)area 5 |San Gabriel R watershed

3)iatfiong 5 (No info Entered.

3)address 6 1Santa Monica Pier Drain @ Appian Way
Response submitted 7/1/99 by Bif Depoto 10f4




Los Angeles EMI Survey Response #5

Respondent: L. A. County Department of Public Works

[QUESTION A N S W E R
3)city 6 Santa Monica

3)zip_6 No info Entered.

3)phone_6 No Info Entered.

3)area_6 Retail/Commercial land use area
3)lationg_6 No Info Entered.

3)address_7 Sawpit Creek @ Monrovia Ck.

3)city_7 Monrovia

3)zip 7 No info Entered.

3)phone_7 No info Entered.

3)area_7 Vacant land use area

3)latlong_7 No Info Entered.

3)address_8 Drain Project 620 @ Cleveland St.
3)city_8 Glendale

3)zip_8 No Info Entered.

3)phone_8 No Info Entered.

3)area_8 High Density Single Fam. Residential land use area
3)latfiong_8 No Info Entered.

3)address_8 Dominguez Ch. @ 116th St

3)city_9 Los Angeles

3)zip 9 No Info Entered.

3)ohone 9 INoinfo Entered,

3)area_S | Transportation land use area
3)iationg_9 No Info Entered.

3)address_10 Drain Project 1202 @ Wiimington Avenue
3)city 10 Carson S
3)zip_10- No info Entered.

3)phone_10 No Info Entered.

3)area_10 Light Industrial land use area
3)iat/long_10 No Info Entered.
|3)address 11 Drain Project 474 @ Lindley Ave.

Aty 11 Northridge

3)zip_11 No Info Entered.

3)phone_11 No info Entered.

3)area_11 Educational land use area

3)latlong_11 No Info-Entered.

3)address_12 Drain Project 404 @ Duarte Rd,

ity 12 Arrardia,

[Ryzio 1,3 ik 9 dnfo Entered.

3)phone_12 INo Info Entered.

Yarea_12 JMutti Family Residential land use area
B)lationg_12 o Info Entered. N
3)address_13 rain Project 156 @ Wilson Ave.

B)city 13 [Glendale
3)zip 13 No Info Entered.
§3)phone_13 i No Info Entered.
3)area_13 Miied Residential land use area
3)ationg_13 No info Entered.
3)address_14 (Auto Dismantiing critical industrycontrol Sites
3)city_14 CONFIDENTIAL
3)zip_14 No Info Entered.
3)phone_14 No Info Entered.
3)area_14 13 auto dismantling shops
3)iationg_14 i No Info Entered.
3)address_15 /Auto Dismantling critical industryBMP test sites
3)city 15 CONFIDENTIAL
3)zip_15 No Info Entered.
3)phone_15 No Info Entered.
3)area 15 3 auto dismantling shops

Response submitted 7/1/8% by Bl Depoto
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Respondent: L. A. County Department of Public Works

QUESTION : ANSWER 4
3)lat/long 15 iNo Info Entered. N
RYaddress 16 1Auto Repair critical industrycontrol Site
3)city_18 i CONFIDENTIAL
3)zip_16 'No Info Entered.
3)phone_18 I No info Entered.
3)area_16 I3 auto repair shops
3)lat/long_16 INo Info Entered.
3)address_17 lAuto Repair critical industryBMP test Site
3)city_17 [CONFIDENTIAL
2o 17 INo lofo Entered.
17 No info Entered.
17 3 auto repair shops
long 17 iNo Info Ertarad
ddress T8 Fabricated mtal ST Frlistverro iee
3)city 18 CONFIDENTIAL
ip 18 No info Entered.
3)phone_18 N ' o Tatered.
3)area_18 i3 metal %_%
3)iationg_18 INo Info Etered. R
3)address_19 Fabricated metal critical industryBMP test sites
3)city_19 CONFIDENTIAL
3)zip_19 1A info Entered
3)phone_19 TNo Info Enteres, -
3)area_19 3 metal fa;temb_n@' iy factories
3)atflong_19 No Info red,
3\address-20 No Info Entered.
i No Info Entered.
No Info Entered.
e_20 No Info Entered,
No info Entered. —
20 No Info Entered.
Instream pressure transducers. sianal nrocessors, data Inqaers, systofic oumos.

American Sigma automated samplers, dippers and buckets for manual sampiing.

heavy

nAme
o

ING Info Entered,

iMS Access, MS Excel, SigmaPlot, Si i i

iyes

{MS Access, MS Excel

yes

No Info Entered,

moderate

heavy

lmenansnﬁﬂalammgeofdatabeh»eenmeanalthhbammempamnaﬁis
|becoming more efficient with the design by the Department of data input screens in
|Access. Transmittal occurs over the internet and signed copies follow. Once in the
Department the data still hes to undergo considerable manipulation for report
preparation.

12)ves yes
i2a)ftp ftp
i 2a)hard hard_copy
[ 2a)elephone teiephone
t2a)other other
2a)other description Floppy disks.
12b)15 days 15 _days
12b)30+ days 30+ days
i2¢)interpret_moderate moderate
|12d)ves _standards yes _

Response submitted 7/1/99 by 8ill Depato
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Respondent: L. A. County Department of Public Works

QUESTION ANSWER

12e)plans_description {No info Entered.

12f)concems_no no

12¢)concerns_description No Info Entered.

13)data_mapped_yes yes

13a)maps_available_yes yes

14)realtime_no ho

14a)reattime_plans_no no

14a)realime_pians_description No Info Entered.

14b)integrated_database_description ‘There is a 3 week turnaround to retrieve laboratory results. Stormwater quality data is
extremely variable, and a whole season’s results must be averaged before

comparisons Or calculation can be made.

14c)realtime_obstacles

obstacles

14c)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description |Except for public health issues,, single event results of stormwater quality are not

meaningful due to the extreme variability.

14d)15-50 |between_15,000-50,000
15)compatibility_unlikely funlikely
15a)multimedia_ga_no ino
15a)multimedia_ga_description (No Info Entered.
15b)muitimedia_ga_efforts_no | no
15bymultimedia_ga_efforts description , No Info Entered.
15c)dbase_development_yes yes

15¢)dbase_development description

The task wouid be formidable but not impossible. as witnessed by the standardization
of laboratory work by SCCWRP for the areawide bight project.

16)goals_objectives To comply with the requirements of the municipal stormwater permit, to assess the
statue and trends of stormwater quality, to characterize the runoff from significant land
uses, to characterize the runoff from eriticat industries, to estirnste the loading of
pollutants to the ocean, to assess the effectiveness of best mansgement practices, to
make informed decisions about stormwater gquality management.

17)mandate_yes ves

17a)longterm likely_long_term

17a)ending 2006

17b)begin_date 1994

17c)why_agency_collects (No Info Entered.

18)mandate_to_disseminate_yes lyes

19)funding_county |county

20)total_cost $400,000

20)cost_for_installation $56,500

20)cost_for_operation 189,600

21 )dup_collection_yes yes

21a)dup_agency Orange County

21a)dup_contact Chris

21a)dup_phone 1714.5676360

21b)cooperate_yes lyes

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

The stormwater agencies and Regional Water Quality Control Boards from southern
|California are currently discussing forming a coaliin to consolidate. simplify. and
scientifically improve stormwater monitoring in the area. LACDPW is participating in
the discussions.

22)include_agency

No Info Entered.

22)include_contact

No Info Entered.

22)include_phone

No Info Entered.

comments

We had to make an agreement with the critical industry companies not to reveal their
names in order for them to cooperate.Sorry We couldn't supply more geographic data
on the monitoring station locations. but we do have a shaperile showing location we'd
be happy to Share. Regarding question 12.b, we can send tables Of data in just a few
days to any requester, but the formal monitoring report is submitted annualy to the
(Regional Board in July.

pdate_submitted

77158

[forum_ves

lyes

Response submitted 7/1/99 by 88l Depoto
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Respondent: | os Angeles County Department of Public Works,
Environmental Programs Division

QUESTION - ANSWER I
|agency |Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Environ&& Programs Division
acronym LACDPW

first Carl

last Sjoberg

title Chief, Fraiwunyg and Control
address 1800 S. Freemont
city TAlhambra

state |CA

Zip 191803

telephone {6264583539

fax 168264583589
altnumber |No info Entered.
email | No infa Entered..
website INo Info Entered.
weather criteria | No Info Entered.
sir_criteria | Na Infq Entered.
water_criteria IN® Info Entered.
solid-criteria I No Info Entered.
hazardous_criteria 1 No Info Entered.
medium_tanks itanks
tanks_criteria ]Underground storage tank inspections/permits/compiiance.
bio_criteria { No Irfo Entered
1 \ailv from wancv once gverv 3 years
) other .

"| lUIIlUCI_II”IIlIUlQ NIA
3)address_1 No Info Entered.
3)city_1 No info Entered.
3)zip_ 1 No Info Entered.
3)phone_1 I No Info Entered.
3)area_1 |No Info Entered,
3)iationg_1 NoInfa Entered.
3)address_2 No Infn Entered.
3)city_2 No Info Entered.
Izip_2 No Info Entered.
3)phone_2 No Info Entered.
3)area_2 INo info Entered.
3)latNong, 2 1.Na Info Entered.
3)address_3 1. Nn i, Entered
3)city_3 No Info Entered.
3)zip_3 No Info Entered.
3)phone_3 No info Entered.
3)area_3 No Info Entered.
J)latlong_3 {No info Entered.
3)address_4 |No info Entered.
3)city_4 | No Info Entered.
13)zip_4 No Info Entered.
3)phone_4 |No info Entered.
3)area_4 TNo Info Entered.
3)iationg_4 I No info Entered.
3)address 5 | Na Infn Entered.
3)city 5 | No info Entered.
3izip 5 {No Info Entered.
3)phone_5 No info Entered.
3)area_5 No Info Entered.
3)ationg 5 I No Info Entered.
4)devices N/A
S)maintenance none none
§)network_none none

Response submitted 7//89 by RCP for Cart Sjoberg
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Los Angeles EMI Sur#12 Response

Respondent: | os Angeles County Department of Public Works.
Environmental Programs Division

[6)other_description

(No Info Entered.

7)software N/A

8)yes yes

8a)description Mainframe database.

9)no no

9a)delegation Inspections done by field personnel or as self monitoring reports by customer.

10)qa/qc_moderate

! moderate

11)data_management_moderate

i moderate

11)data_management_description

(Reports reviewed by engineering staff and data entry done by both field staff and office
clerical personnel.

12)yes yes

12a)hard hard_copy

| 2a)other_description Requires public records act request

12b)15_days [15_days

12c)interpret_none none

12d)yes_standards yes

12¢)plans_description N/A

12f)concerns_yes yes

12c)concems_description Inspection reports involving enforcement actions may not be disclosed. In any event,

these reports are raw data and are only part of the compliance picture.

[t3)data_mapped _no

no

T14)realtime_no

no

14a)realtime_pians_no

no

14a)reaitime_plans_description

No Info Entered.

14b)integrated_database_description

I This information is not appropriate for realtime release.

14cyrealtime_obstacies

jobstacles

14c)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description | Inspection data, other than a detenination of compliance, is meaningless without

knowledge of the system at a site.

14d)50000 {greater_than_50,000
15)compatibility_dont_know ido_not_know
15a)multimedia_ga_no (no
15aYmultimedia_ga_dgbscritr |'No Info Entered.
15bymultimedia_qa_efforts_no ino
15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_description iNo Info Entered.
15c)dbase_development_yes yes

15c)dbase_development_description

it may be Possible, but not without additional information.

16)goals_objectives

Insure compliance with UST regutations. Comply with state and federal mandates.

17)mandate_yes yes

17a)iongterm fikely \nnn torm
17a)ending NO inro ENtred
17b)begin_date 1984
17¢)why_agency_collects To assist in determination of compliance.
18)mandate_to_disseminate_no no

19)funding_otherngo lother_ngo

20)total_cost $300,000
20)cost_for_installation N/A

20)cost_for-operation $100
121)dup_collection_yes yes L
'21a)dup_agency City of LA Fire Department
2ad - ¢ jCaptain Wilcox

21a)xip _phone 12134867543
21bYooperate_no no

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

INot necessary, separate jurisdictions.

22)include_agency

Nc ' Info Entered.

22)include_contact

Ne | Info Entered.

22¥nclude ohone

Nc » info Entered.

Response submitted 7/5/89 by RCP for Carl Sjoberg
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Los Apgeles EM| Survev Response #1712 Respondent: [ os Angeles County Department of Public Works,

Environmental Programs Division

comments Question #3. additional written response given was: 6608 tanks at 2954 sites. Question
#19 additional written response given was User Fees. Question #22 additional written
response given was No List Provided, meaning that he could not respond to the
question because a EMI Participant List was not provided to him.-RCP

date_submitted 7/8/99
forum yes lyes

Response submitted 7/3/98 by RCP for Carl Sjoberg 3¢f3



Respondent; Los Angeles

Department of Water and Power

PUESTION T ANSWER -

bgency {Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

hcronym ILADWP

first IMelinda

ast Rho

itle Assoc. Water Quality Engineer

hddress 1111 North Hope Street, Room A18

ity jLos Angeles

btate |CA

vip 190012

elephone 12133671329

ax 12133673297

altnumber 12133673344

email melinda.rho@ladwp.com

website www.ladwp.com

Wweather-criteria No Info Entered.

ir-criteria No Info Entered.

medium_water water

water_criteria Drinking water sources used in the Cii of Los Angeles for domestic water use,
including surface water (Los Angeles Aqueducts. State Water Project, and Colorado
Rii Aqueduct) and local groundwater from the San Fernando Valley Basin, Central &
West Basins distribution system water quality at the tap water quality data

solid criteria No Info Entered.

hazardous_criteria N 0

tanks_criteria No Info Entered.

bio_criteria No Info Entered.

1)daily daily

1 )daily_frequency every 3 or O years

1)weekly weekly

1Ymonthly monthly

Dquarterly quarterly

1)yearly yearly

1)other other

2)number_monitors ‘90

3)address_1 NA

3)city_1 Los Angeles

3)zip_1 NA

3)phone_1 NA

3)area_1 Los Angeles Agueduct

13)at/long_1 unknown

3)address 2 INA

3)city 2 {Los Angel es

3)zip_2 NA

3)phone 2 NA

3)area_2 River Supply Conduit

3)iatflong 2 unknown

3)address_3 NA

3)city_3 Los Angeles

3)zip_3 NA

3)phone_3 NA

3)area_3 Los Angeles Reservoir

3)iat/long_3 unknown

3)address 4 NA

3)city 4 Los Angeles

3)zip_4 NA

3)phone_4 NA

3larea_4 Encino Reservoir

3)lat/iong 4 unknown

|3)address_5 NA

Response submitted 8/16/95 by Melinda Rho
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Los Anqeles EMI Survey Response #15 Respondent: Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power

QUESTION: ANSWER |

B)city 5 |Los Angeles

B)zip_5 NA

B)phone_5 INA

B)area_5 Lower Stone Canyon Reservoir

B)atlong_5 |unknown

i )devices ! Most of the water quality source monitoring is performed by trained Water Quality

personnel using manual sampling techniques- Samples are transported to the DWP

WQ |aboratory for analysis. The LAWSDAC systam is a scada system that connects to
150 stations and 80 remote terminal units (RTUs) within the water diiion system.
The LAWSDAC system monitors diibution systam flaw rates, tank and reservoir
levels, valve open/ciose status, pump run status. and systam pressures. Currently it is
not linked with other systems. Type 6s data captured: Analog Points (flows,
pressures, levels): 2200 points Digital Input Points (Alarms. open/close status,
run/stop status): 3500 points Digital Output Points {Control Points for Valve
:Open/Close Pump Run/Stop): 700 peints. Information is updated every 8 seconds.

REOS Remote Electro Optical Sensor is an online reservoir monitoring system. it
tracks reservoir conditions with a pairofmoored radiometers that measure downwelling
rradiance and upwelling radiance downwelling photosynthetically available radii
(PAR) and upwelling fiuorescence.From these measurement chioraphyli concentrations
can be estimated to provide a convenient index of algal biomass. REOS also
measures water temperature and oxidation reduction potential (ORP). ORP is a useful
surrogate for chiorine concentration which is commonly used as an algicide.REOS data
jare transmitted every two seconds to an onsite controlier that posts an average value
every 15 mintues in a daily file. A master controller retrieves tha daily file each day and
appends it to an historical ACCESS database.REOS is currently deployed in 5

dii systern (finished water) reservoirs Sii Lake Lower Hollywood Los
Angeles Lower Stonce Canyon and Encino. REOS is also installed in 3 raw water
reservoirs: Bouguet North Haiwae and South Haiwee,

Symaintenance _moderate moderate

6)network_auto periodic

6)other_description No info Entered.

7)software unable to obtaii at this time

S)yes lyes

8a)description ACCESS,LIMS Laboratory Information Management System for all laboratory and field
WQ data collected transfered to Oracle database for historical data retrievalL, WRITEON
State DHS data reporting software.

S)yes yes

Sa)delegation Nolnfo Entered:

10)qa/qc_rigorous rigorous

11)data_management_heavy heavy

11)data_management_description

LIMS data management system formal verification, validation, and approval process.
LAWSDAC data management system data averaged over various time periods: 24
hours, 7days, monthly, etc REOS systam data downloaded to Microsoft ACCESS

i2)yes yes
12a)web web
12a)hard hard_cooy
12a)other other

12a)cther_description

|(THMs) is aiso posted and upcated quarterly.  Starting with the 1957 Annual Water

LADWP prepares annual reports of the quality of the drinking water to its customers.
An abbrieviated report is mailed with each bill. A full text version is also prepared and
available to customers on request. The report is transtated into. Spanish and is made
lavailable upon request Finally, the annual report is posted on our intemet site, under
jwaterquality. Additionallysp € Cific water qualityinformationrelatedtotrinalomethanes

Quality Report. customers now get a report designed specifically for their area, DWP
has divided the City into 4 major water quality zones that describe the unique blends of
supplies. A water quality map can also be found on LADWP's intemet site.

Response submitted &/16/99 by Melinca Rho
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Los Angeles EMI Survev Response #2

Respondent: City of Los Angeles

Bureau of Sanitation Stomwater Division

I QUESTION ANSWER ]
3)zip_16 No Info Entered.

3)phone_16 No info Entered.

3)area_16 ]0.6 mi upstream from Overland bridge

3)lat/long_16 {No Info Entered.

3)address_17 BC 17

3)city 17 Culver City

3)zip_17 ['No Info Entered.

3)phone_17 No info Entered.

3)area_17 0.2 mi upstream from Overland bridge

3)latlong_17 No Info Entered.

3)address_18 BC18

3)city_18 Culver Cii

3)zip_18 No Info Entered.

3)phone_18 No Info Entered.

3)area_18 under Overland Bridge

3)latlong_18 No Info Entered.

3)address_19 BC18

3)city_19 Culver Cii

3)zip_19 No Info Entered.

3)phone_19 No Info Entered.

3)area_19 IS side channel. 0.05 mi downstream from Qverland bridge
3)latlong_19 No Info Entered.

3)address 20 BC20

3)city 20 Culver Cii

3)zip_20 | No Info Entered.

3)phone_20 (No Info Entered.

3)area_20 i N side channel, 0.05 mi downstream from Overland bridge
3)latlong_20 INo Info Entered.

4)devices Grab samples using 150 ml polyprop. containers returned to tab for analyses of Totla

coliforms E coli Ph conductivity

5)maintenance_none none

6)network_none none

6)other_description None

7)software Data entered into Excel spreadsheet, graphical analyses to determine chronic hotspots.
R [pa

8a)description No Info Entered.

9)yes yes

Qa)delegation I No info Entered.

10)qa/qc_moderate moderate

11)data_management_minimal minimal

11)data_management_description Data QA/QC performed by lab, en-railed to SMD (J. Dorsey)or entery into spreadsheet,

(analyses. -

12)no yes

12a)other_description Ne Info Entered.

12d)nc_standards no

12e)no_public_plans no

12e)plans_description No Info Entered.

12f)concems_yes yes

12c)concems_description

[Data are being used to determine if chronic illegal discharges exist in Ballona Creek

assessment focuses on relative abundance of coliform bacteria. These data would not

be of general public interest because swimming is not aliowed in the Creek storm drain
channels.”

13)data_mapped_no no
14)realtime_no no
14a)realtime_plans_no no
14a)realtime_plans_description No Info Entered.

Response submitted 622/99 by John Dorsey
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Los Apgeles EMI Survey Response #15

Respondent: Los Angeies

Department of Water and Power

21c)now_to_avoid_dup_description

QUESTION: ANSWER- -
18)mandate_to_disseminate_yes lyes

19)funding_othermngo jother_ngo

20)total_cost | >S1 million

20)cost_for_instalfation i~8§10,000

20)cost_for_operation INot available

21)dup_collection_yes iyes

21a)dup_agency iMetropolitan Water District of Southem California
21a)dup_contact 1 Mark Buehler, Director of Water Quaiity
21a)dup_phone 12132176647

21b)cooperate_yes iyes

{We currently coordinate our water quality monitoring efforts. We utilize source water
.quallty data provided by MWD for sources supplied to the City of Los Angeles. We als
provide our annual water quality reports to them. We coordinate trihalomethane
|sampling with MWD so it can obtain a snap shor overview of THM levels throughout
;southern California. \We also work cogperatively oninvestigations of local and regiona
iwater quality pollution problems as they arise.

22)inciude_agency

| Watermaster for the San Femando Valley Groundwater Basin

22)include_contact

TMelvin Blevins, Watermaster

22)inciude_phone

12133671020

comments

[comasfmmwaterand power revenues. A percentage of the gress reveues is actually

{LADWP is not funded by the City of Los Angeles. All funds to operate the LADWP

transferred back to the City general fund each year. This amount varies from year to
year but typicaily amounts o about 5 percent. Funding for targe water quality
improvement projects comes from water revenues and runicipal bonds, and potentiall
low interest government loans.LADWP can provide maps showing iocations of ail
sampling points and the type of water quality data collected. We are currently
converting all water system facilities to GPS cogrrlinates | think the idea of an
integrated database js not realistic. Managing databases, even ones that are
compatible, can offen have significant problems associated with compatible dates.
formats and presentation.

For instance, detection fimits for specific water quality contaminants can and do
change. Unless this is clearly documented in the database, a reported "ND" or
nondetect can values different associated values. The other problem deals with
timeliness. As mentioned earlier laboratory analysis can.be as short as 24 hours or
as long as 6 months. Data must be verified validated and approved prior to release
from our iab. Also regulatory compliance is not always based on a single sample.
Some water quality parameters are based on monthly distribution wide averages
iquarterly running averages annual averages etc. This makes interpretation of

l individual data subject to misinterpretation.

date_submitted

&/15/99

forum_ves

yes

Response submitted 8/16/98 by Mglinda Rho
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Los Angeles EMI Survey Response #9 Respondent: Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

QUESTION ANSWER .
agency Metropolltan Water District of Southemn Cahfomla
acronym MWDSC

first Mark

last Beluhler

title Director of Water Quality

address 1P.0. Box 54153

city Los Angeles

state CA

zip 190054

telephone 12132178847

fax ~2132176951

altnumber ~2132178000

email mbeuhler@mwd.dst.ca.us

website No Info Entered.

weather-criteria No Info Entered.

air-criteria No Info Entered.

medium-water water

water_criteria Monitoring of quality of tap drinking water
solid_criteria No. Info Entered.

hazardous_criteria

No Info Entered.

tanks-criteria

No Info Entered.

bio_criteria

(No Info Entered.

1)daily

|daily

l)daily_frequency

continuous to once every four vears depending upon constituent On a yearly basii we
conduct over 300,000 analyses each year.

1)weekly [weekly
1)biweekly |biweekly
1)monthly imonthly

1 )quarterly. quarterly
1)semiannually semiannually
1)yearly iyearly

1)other other
2)number_monitors not applicable
3)address_1 13100 Balboa Bivd
5\)2‘;9\, &rgzzda Hills
3)phone_1 (8183882141
3)area_1 (No Info Entered.
3)lat/long_1 |No Info Entered.
3)address_2 1 700 Moreno Ave
3)city_2 iLa Verne

3)zip 2 91750
3)phone_2 9093325000
3)area_2 {No Info Entered.
3)atlong_2 (No Info Entered.
3)address_3 133740 Borel Road
3)city_3 IWinchester
3)zip_3 192596

3)phone_3 19099281501
3)area_3 No Info Entered.
3)iationg 3 No Info Entered.
A\address ¢ 3972 Vallev View Avenue
3)city_4 Yorba Linda
3)zip_4 92686

3)phone_4 7145775011
3)area 4 (No Info Entered.
3)latlong_4 INo Info Entered.
3)address_5 1550 E. Alessandro Blvd.

Response submitted 7/8/99 by Mark Bsuhler
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Respondent; Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

QUESTION ANSWER

3)city_5 Riverside

3)zip_5 92508
|3)phone_5 9097801511
[3)area_5 No Info Entered.
| 3)lationg_5 No info Entered.
4)devices Multiple devices depending on the constituent. Also sites listed above are only our

treatment plants (where most of the monitoring occurs. We also monitor in our source
waters and distribution systems. Thii more detailed information is available upon
L e,
I5)maintenance_moderate imoderate
O)network_constant iconstant
6)other_description No info Entered.
re Muttiple

)yes yes

8a)description LIMSLaboratory Information Management System
o)yes iyes
9a)delegation No Info Entered.

10)qa/qc,_rigorous rigorous

11)data_management _heavy heavy

11)data_management_description No Info Entered,

12)yes yes

12ayweb iwed

12a)hard hard_copy

12a)cther other

12a)other. description :Wiritten, by request.

12b)15_days 115_days

12c)interpret_extensive extensive

12d)yes_standards B yes

12e)plans_description ’ No info Entered.

12f)}concems no ino

12¢c)concerns_description INo info Entered.

13)data_mapped_ves iyes

13a)maps_available_yes iyes

14)yealtime_yes jyes

14ayealtime_pians_no no

14ajrealtime_plans_description No info Entered.
14blintegrated_database_description INo Info Entered.

14¢c)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description

]Weareadeﬁnkirgwaterﬂ’:ereforeitwould not be appropriate to provide
water quality data that probably is not representative of the quality of water consumed
by the public.

14d)50000 |greater_than_50,000
15)compatibiity_dont_know ido_not_know
15a)multimedia_ga_no ino

15aymulimedia_ga_description

éNo Info Entered.

15bjmultimedia_ga_efforts_no

15b)multimedia_ga_efiorts_description

no
No info Entered.

15c)dbase_development description

No info Entered.

 16)goals_objectives

It is required under State and Federal Law.

17)mandate_ves yes
17a)longterm ilikely_long_term
17a)ending (No info Entered
17b)begin_date {No Info Entered.
17c)why_agency_collects {No Info Entered.
18)mandate_to_disseminate_yes yes
19)funding_otherngo |other_ngo
20)total_cost 56 million per year
20)cost_for installation, ! No Info Entered.
20)cost_for operation {No info Entered.

Response submitted 7/8/69 by Mark Beuhier
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Respondent: Metropolitan Water District of Southem California

QUESTION::

ANSWER::

21)dup_collection_yes

yes

21a)dup_agency

all public water systems

21a)dup_contact No Info Entered.
21a)dup_phone No Info Entered.
21b)cooperate_ves yes
21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description no
22)include_agency No Info Entered.

22)include contact

No Info Entered.

22)include_phone No info Entered.

comments This survey is very general. If you would like more detailed information, please let us
know.

date-submitted 7/6/99

forum-no no

Response submitted 7.9 by Mark Beuhler
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Respondent: California CooperativeFisheries Investigations

QUESTION ANSWER:
lagency :Calffornia Cooperative Fisheries investigations
cronym CalCOFI
irst John
Jast Hunter
itle [Director, La Joila Fisheries Division
hddress INOAA, NMFS, Southwest Fisheries Science Center, PO Box 271
lcity La Jolla
istate | -
B 192038
telephone 1619.5467127
ffax 1819.6465656
faltnumber 1619, 5467128
mail ljohn.hunter@noaa.gov
lwebsite iwwwmirg.ucsd edu/calcofintmi
weather_criteria Wind, and waves
ar-criteria INo InfoEntered.
medium_water iwater
water_criteria jchlorophyll, nutrients, oxygen, salinity, optical properties, plankton, acoustic
|backscatter, primary production,
solid criteria iNo Info Entered.
hazardous_criteria iNo Info Entered.
tanks_criteria (No info Entered.
bio criteria No Info Entered.
1)daily_frequency No Info Entered.
1)quarterty iquarterly
2)number_monitors I No Info Entered.
3)address_1 i fixed grid extending from Monterey Bay south to the international berder, and out to see
. 1100-300nm
3)city_1 {No info Entered.
3)xip_1 No Info Entered.
3)phone_1 No Info Entered.
3)area_1 |No Info Entered.
3)ationg 1 No Info Entered.
4)devices Bongo net tows, Optical Plankton Counter tows, Mantz net tows, pairovet net tows,
CTD, CUDLS( underway temperature, salinity, and chiorophy!)l. ADCP. CUFES
(underway fish egg sampler), MER (Multiwavelength Environmental Radiometer)
spectral light absoroption, HPLC determination of phytopiankton pigments.
5)maintenance_heavy heavy
5)maintenance _moderate moderate
|B)network_constant iconstant
6)other_description No Info Entered.
7)software Call Richard Charter 619 5467 157or richard.charter@noaa.gov
8)yes yes
8a)description Call data manager richard charter
9)no no
9a)delegation Richard Charter (N\MFS) Tom Hayward (UCSD)
10)ga/eC_ngorous rigorous
11)data_management_heavy heavy
11)data_management_description Contact Richard Charter (see above)
12)yes yes
12a)web lweb
12a)ftp ftp
12a)other_description No Info Entered.
12b)30+_days 30+_days
12¢)interpret_moderate moderate
12d)yes_standards yes
12e)plans_description No Info Entered.
12fconcems_yes lyes

Response Submitted 6/22/99 by John Hunter
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Los Angeles EMI Survey Response #3 Respondent: California Cooperative Fisheries Investigations

12c)concermns_description

Isome data classes not released untilthey t recieves scientific analysis. others are
|availsble right away

13)data_mapped_vyes yes

13a)maps_available_yes yes

14)yrealtime_ves yes

14a)realtime_plans_no no

14a)ealtime_plans_description these are quarterly cruses of 20 days duration in which the data are integrated across

the pattern. There seems no need for real time availablii of data.

for our purposes real time availablity is not needed

14¢)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description

Who would be the users?

14d)50000+

greater_than_50,000

15)compatibility_likely likely

15a)muitimedia_ga _no no
15a)multimedia_qga_description | have not but others may have.
15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_no no

15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_description

No Info Entered.

15c)dbase_development description

We do not work in the environmental impact realm

18)goals_objectives

CalCOF! surveys are a pelagic ecosystem monitoring program focusing on Califoria
Curren carried out jointly by the University of Caliiomd San Diego, the National
Marine Fisheries Service, SWFSC, and California Department of Fish and Game. The
data are used by UCSD to improve understanding on how pelagic ecosystems work,
and by the NMFS. arid CDF&G to monitor the abundance of various species of fish.
The surveys have been conducted over the last 50 years

17)mandate_yes yes

17a)unlikely unlikely_long_term
17a)ending No Info Entered.
17b)begin_date 1949
17cwhy_agency_collects No Info Entered.
18)mandate_to_disseminate_no no
19)funding_fed federal
19)funding_state state
20)total_cost $2 million

20)cost_for_installation

{No Info Entered.

20)cost_for_operation

{No info Entered.

21)dup_collection_vyes

yes

21a)dup_agency

No Info Entered.

21a)dup_contact

No Info Entered.

21a)dup_phone

No info Entered.

21b)cooperate _no

iNO

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

Possibly. but I think it woukl require unacceptable changes in most inshore monitoring
programs to provide much in the way of benefits to CalCOFI. However, | think
CalCOF! physical data, and models based on that information might provide a larger
ecological context for local inshsore monitoring programs funded by sanitation dii
and power companies.

22)include_agency

No Info Entered.

22)¥include_contact

No Info Entered.

22)include phone

No Info Entered.

Response Submitted &/22/99 by John Hunter
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Los Angeles EMI Survev Response #3 Respondent: California Cooperative Fisheries Investigations

Jcomments

The focus Of CalCOF! has largly been.pelagic and offshore. Our most inshore stationss
may be only a few miles from shore in some cases but as the stations are 20 to 40 nm
miles apart and go ofthsore over 300 nm miles our focus has not been on the near
shore enviomment. Most of me monitoring programs in California, other than the line
occupied by the Monterey Bay Aquaium reserach institutue are near shore and focus
on the bottom more than the pelagic realm. The CalCOFt physical data would probably
fit the inshore monitoring prgrams pretty well providing a larger format to interpret jocal
inshore measurments, , but £.do not think the fit on the biological data would be very
good since quite different things are measured. Years ago there was an inshore
piankton Survey. funded by Caliiomia Edison modeled after CalCOF! that ran for 10
years then was discontinued. The data from this survey isfike an inshore CalCOF1
survey, although somewhat less sophisticated than the modem CalCOFl survey. The
data from this inshore survey is stored at the IA County Museum.

date_submitted

68/21/99

forum-no

ino

Response Submitted &/22/99 by John Hunter
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Respondent: National Marine Fisheries Service

QUESTION ANSWER
agency (National Marine Fisheries Service ”
acronym INMFS

first IRichard

last i Charter

title |Coastal & Pacific Fisheries lvestiaation Proiect Manaaer
address 8604 L2 Jolla Shores Dr,
city La Jolla

state CA

Zip 92038

telephone 16666467167

fax }8585465656
altnumber L No _Jpfo Entered.
email |Richard.Charter@noaa.gov
website (No Info Entered.
weather-criteria No Info Entered.
air-criteria NoInfo Entered.
water-criteria No Info Entered.
solid_criteria No Info Entered.
hazardous_criteria No info Entered.
tanks_criteria No Info Entered.
medium_biological biological
bio_criteria No Info Entered-
1)daily frequency No Info Entered.
1)quarterly quarterly
2)number_monitors 166

3)address_1 | Pacific Ocean
3)city_1 1.No infg Entered.
3)zip_1 (No Info Entered.
3)phone_1 No Info Entered.
3)area_1 No Info Entered.
3)ationg_1 No Irdig Entered.
3)address_2 LNo info Entered.
3)city 2 ! No Info Entered.
3)zip_2 !'No Info Entered.
3)phone_2 i No Info Entered.
3)area_2 I No Info Entered.
3)atflong 2 i No Info Entered.
3)address_3 {Noinfq Entered.
3)city 3 ND info Entered.
3)zip_3 No Info Entered.
3)phone 3 No Info Entered.
3jarea_3 No info Entered.
3)atlong_3 (No Info Entered.
3)address 4 I Noinfa Entered.
3)city & Np Info Entered.
3)zip_4 No Info Entered.
3)phone 4 No Info Entered.
3)area 4 (No info Entered.
3)lat/long_4 No Info Entered.
3)address_5 No Info Entered.
3)city_5 No Info Entered.
3)zip 8 No Info Entered.
3)phone 5 No Info Entered.
3)area 5 No Info Entered.
3)latlong 5 | No info Entered.
4)devices |Plankton tows
S)maintenance_minimat jminimal
B)network_none Inone

Response submitted by Richard Charter 6/27/99 as &
Ssupplement to John Hunter's survey.
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Respondent: National Marine Fisheries Service

QUESTION ANSWER

@other-description {No info Entered

7)software Data collection software and then a many data processing programs
8)yes yes

8a)description dbase, MSAccess, oracLE, SQL

9)yes yes

9a)delegation No Info Entered,

10)qa/qc_moderate moderate

11)data_management moderate moderate

11)data_management_description

The data is stored in a relational data base with 17 different tables.

12)yes

yes

12a)ftp ftp
12a)hard hard_capy
12a)other_description No info Entered.
12b)30+_days 30+ days
12¢)interpret_extensive extensive
12d)yes_standards yes
12d)no_standards no
12e)yes_public_plans yes .
12e)plans_description We are developing a web page. It will be completed in the next six months.
12f)concems_yes yes ,
12¢)concerns_description We have concems the data will be interpted incorrectly.
13)data_mapped_no no
14)realtime_no no
14a)realtime_plans_no no
14a)realtime_plans_description No Info Entered,
14b)integrated_database_description more staff and money
14c)realtime_both both
{4c)realtime_obstacies_benefits description |No info Entered.
14d)50000 greater_than_50,000
15)compatibility_uniikely unjikely
15a)multimedia_qga_no no
15a)muitimedia_ga_description No Info Entered.
15b)muttimedia_ga_efforts_no no
15b)muitimedia_ga_efforts_description No Info Entered.
15¢cxibase_development_description - No Info Entered. )
| 16)goals_objectives To monitor environmental and biological conditions of the California Current.
17)mandate_yes yes
17)mandate _no no
17a)longterm likely_long_term
17a)ending No info Entered.
17b)begin_date . No info Entered.
17¢c)why_agency collects No Info Entered.
18)mandate_to_disseminate_no ino
19)funding_fed |federal
- |20%otal_cost INeunfo _Entered.
-J20)cost_for_instaflation iNo Info Entered.
20)cost_for_operation No Info Entered.
21)dup_collection_no no
1a)dup_agency (No Info Entered.
‘21a)dup_contact (No info Entered.
21a)dup_phone (No Info Entered.
21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description No info Entered.
22)include_agency No Info Entered.
22)include contact (No Info Entered.

[22Jinclude phone

(No Info Entered.

Response submitted by Richard Chaner 6/27/99 as a
supplement to John Hunter's survey.
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Los Angeles EMI Survey Response#3A Respondent: National Marine Fisheries Service

QUESTION - ANSWER

comments The questions on this survey seem to be aim at a piece of monitoring equipament. We
do 4 cruises a year and collect biological samples. Those sample are retured to the lab
and are sorted and identified which can take years. The data does not become
available at regular interval. | found this survey very difficult to answer for our kink of

work.
date-submitted 6/27/99
forum_yes lyes

Response submitted by Richard Charter 6/27/99 as a
supplement to John Hunter's survey. 3of3




Respondent: National Weather

Serice Forecast Office Oxnard

QUESTION ANSWER .
agency | National Weather Serice Forecest Office Oxnard
acronym INWS
first David
last {Gomberg
title Lead Forecaster
address 520 North Elevar St.
city Oxnard
state Ca
Zip 93030
telephone 18059886615
|fax 18059886813
'laltnumber 18059886510
i David.Gomberg@ncaa.gov
website www._nwsia.noaa.gov
medium-weather weather
weather_criteria ! Maintain ASOS and other automated weather equipment
ir criteria No Info Entered.
\water_criteria No Info Entered.
id_criteria No Info Entered.
hazardous_criteria | No info Entered.
tanks_criteria No Info Entered.
bio_criteria No Info Entered.
1)caily daily
1)daily_frequency 1 minute (ASOS)
2)number_monitors No Info Entered.
3)address_1 Burbank Airport
3)city_1 Burbank
3)zip_1 ] No_Info Entered.
3)phone_1 18188411384
3)area_1 } Burbank
3)iatfong_1 134.12118,22
3)address_2 Hawthome Airport
3)city 2 Hawthomne
3)zip 2 No Info Entered.
3)phone 2 13109738930
| 3)yarea_2 |Hawthorne
3)lat/iong_2 133.55 118,20
3)address_3 Los Angeles Airport
3)city_3 Los Angeles
3xip_3 No Info Entered.
'3)phone_3 3105681486
3)area_3 LAX
3)lat/iong_3 33,56 118.24
3)address_4 Downtown Los Angeles
3)city_4 Los Angeles
3)zip 4 No info Entered.
3)phone 4 12137485357
3)area 4 |Downtown LA
3)atfiong_4 134.02 118.17
3)address_S Long Beach Airport
3)city_5 Long Beach
3)zip 5 No Info Entered.
3)phone_S 5624240572
3)area_5 LongBeach
3)ationg_5 133.49 118.09
3)address_6 Van Nuys Airport
3)city & Van Nuys
3)zip 6 No info Entered.

Response submitted by David Gombary 6/29/99
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Los Anaeles EMI Survey Response #4

Respondent: National Weather

Serice Forecast Office Oxnard

QUESTION —ANSWER
3)phone_6 8189049213
B)area_6 Van Nuys
3)at/long_6 34.11 1827
3)address_7 Palmdale Airport
B)city 7 Palmdale

B)zip 7 No info Entered.
B)phone_7 18052723798
B)area_ 7 Palmdale
3)iatlong_7 34.38 118.05
B)address_8 Sandberg

)city 8 Sandberg
3)zip 8 No Info Entered.
[3)phone_8 8052482329
3)area 8 Sandberg
3)latlong_8 134.45 118.44
3)address 9 | Mount Wilson
B)city 9 | Mount Wilson
3)zip 9 No Info Entered.
3)phone 9 No info Entered.
3)area_9 Mount Wiison
3)latfiong_9 13414 118.04
3)address_10 ISan Pedro Channel
3)city_10 No Info Entered.
3)zip 10 No Info Entered.
3)phone_10 No Info Entered.
3)area_10 San Pedro Channel
3)latlong_10 33.34 118.07
3)address_11 Point Vicente
3)city 11 No Info Entered.
3)zip_11 No Info Entered.
3)phone_11 No Info Entered.
3)area_1l Point Vicente
3)atong_11 33.45 118.24
3)address_12 Avalon
3)city_12 No Info Entered.
3)zip_12 ND Info_Entered.
3)phone_12 No Info Entered.
3)area_12 Avaion
3)lationg 12 33.20118.19
3)address_13 /Santa Monica Pier
3)city_13 | No tnfo Entered.
3)zip_13 {No Info Entered.
3)phone_13 No info Entered.
3)area_13 Santa Monica Pier
3)Iamong 13 No Info Entered.
3)address_14 Malibu
3)ity_14 Malibu

3)zip_14 No Info Entered.
3)phone_14 No Info Entered.
3)area_14 Malibu
3)at/long_14 No Info Entered.
3)address_15 | Hermosa Beach
3)ity_15 Hermosa Beach
3zip_15 No Info Entered.
3)phone_15 No info Entered.
3)area_15 Hermosa Reach
3)atlong_15 No Info Entered.
3)address_16 | Cabrilio Beach

Response submitted by David Gomberg 6/29/98
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Respondent: National Weather

Serice Forecast Office Oxnard

QUESTION ANSWER
3)city_16 [ Cabrilio Beach
3xzip_16 {No Info Entered.
é)phone 16 i No info Entered.
3)area 16 ! Cabriilo Beach
3)latong_16 No Info Entered.
3)address_17 Zuma Beach
Syeity_17 Zuma Beach
3Rip_17 No Info Entered.
3)phone_17 No Info Entered.
3)area_17 Zuma Beach
3)ationg_17 (No Info Entered.
3)address_18 {No Info Entered.
3)city_18 ! No info Entered.
3)zip 18 ! No info Entered.
3)phone_18 No Info Entered.
'3)area 18 No Info Entered.
3)atlong_18 No Info Entered.
3)address_19 No Info Entered.
B)eity_19 No Info Entered.
B)zip 19 No Info Entered,
:3)phone_19 INo iInfo Entered.
BYarea_ 19 No Info Entered.
3)at/long_19 No info Entered.
3)Yaddress_20 No Info Entered.
3)city_20 No Info Entered.
3)zip 26 No Info Entered.
3)phone_20 (No Info Entered.
3)area_20 No Info Entered.
3)iatlong 20 No Info Entered.
The first eight stations listed above are ASOS stations maintained by the Nationai
Weather Service. These automated sensors measure temperature, dew point, wind,
weather,pressure, visibility, precipitation, cloud height and amount (data logger stores
. climate data). The other automated stations listed above measure meteorological data
4)devices jaswall.
5)maintenance_heavy heavy
6)network_constant constant
6)network_manuai manual

ASOS data connected through national gateway and NOAA weather wire.ASOS has

6)other_description manual dial update capability at ail sites.

T)software | ASOS national software load 2.42 or 2.6

8)yes \yes

8a)description on site. local, and national (AOMC and NCDC) data storage
Q)yes yes

Sa)delegation No Info Entered.

10)ga/qge_rigorous rigorous

11)data_management_heavy ‘heavy

11)data_management description

{field technicians, Data Acquisition Program Manager, and hydrometecrological
itechnicians

12)yes lyes

12aweb web

12a)ftp ftp

12a)tv tv

12a)radio radio

12a)newspaper !newspaper j
12ajtelephone itelephone ]
12a)other other ]
12a)other. description Other is National Climatic Data Center i
12b)15_days 15 days

Response submitted by David Gomberg 6/29/59
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Respondent: National Weather

Serice Forecast Office Oxnard

'QUESTION - ANSWER - ]
12¢)interpret_minimal minimal

12dves standards ves

12e)plans_description {N@ Info Entered.

12f)concermns_yes yes

12¢c)concemns_description No Info Entered.

13)data_mapped_yes yes

13a)maps_available_vyes yes

14a)realtime_plans_yes yes

14a)realtime_plans_description Realtime data already provided to public
14b)integrated_database description N/A

14c)realtime_both both

14c)realtime_obstacles_benefits_description |Benefits Information available to public very quickly Obstacles Quality check of data

and proper interpretation of data.

14d)50000 igreater-than-50.000
15)compatibility_likely likely
15a)multimedia_qga_yes yes
15a)muitimedia_qga_description /Affiliations with other agenceis/universities.
15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_yes yes
15b)multimedia_ga_efforts_description Have worked with USC for official Downtown LA temperature
15c)dbase development_ves yes
15¢c)dbase_development_description No Info Entered.

| 16)goais_objectives No Info Entered.
17)mandate_yes yes

17a)longterm likely-long-term
17a)ending | No Info Entered.
17b)begin_date (1870
17c)why_agency_collects (No Info Entered.
18)mandate_to_dlisseminate_yes iyes

[19)funding_fed I [federal

R0)total_cost o Info Entered.

PNVenst, for_instaliation. $110,000 per ASOS site
20)cost_{or-operation '1$10,00 per ASOS site
21)dup_collection_yes yes

21a)dup_agency Cal State Northridge
21a)dup_contact ITim Boyle
21a)dup_phone 18186775632
P1b)cooperate_yes |yes

21c)how to avoid_dup description

JAlways looking for ways to work together.

22)include_agency

| No Info Entered.

22)include_contact

No Info Entered.

22)include_phone No info Entered.

comments The ASOS stations can provide updates every minute. The other automated sites
provide updates between every 5 minute and every hour.

date-submiied 6/29/99

forurn_yes yes

Response submitted by David Gomberg 6/2%/99
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Respondent: South Coast Air Quality Management District

QUESTION ANSWER. -
agency i South Coast Air Quality Management District
acronym | SCAQMD

[first John

jiast Higuchi

title i Manager. Monitoring & Source Test Engineering
address 121865 E. Copley Dr.

city | Diamond Bar

state {CA

zip 191765

telephone (909) 3962267

fax (909) 3962099

attnumber No Info Entered.

email {jhiguchi@agmd.gov

website iwww.aqmd.gov

mediurn_weather | weather

weather_criteria

Jwind speed, wind direction, relative humidity. dew point, barometric pressure, solar

i radiation. ultraviolet radiation

medium-air jair
air_criteria iozone, carbon monoxide, oxides of nitrogen, sulfur dioxide, particulate matter (10
i micron, and 2.5 micron size cuts)
water_criteria (No info Entered.
solid_criteria INo Info Entered.
hazardous_criteria No info Entered.
tanks criteria No Info Entered.
bio_criteria No info Entered.
Tdaily 1daity
1)daily _frequency jonce per minute
Yrmher_Teniers 1183
[3)address_1 |To be movedicurrently offiine
3)city_1 JAnaheim
3)zip_1 {No Info Entered.
3)phone_1 (No Info Entered.
3yarea_1 Central Orange Co.
3)iatflong_1 No Info Entered.
3)address_2 803 N. Loren Ave.
3)city_2 Azusa
3)zip_2 No Info Entered.
3)phone_2 6269695630
3)area_2 East San Gabriel Valley
3)atfiong_2 No Info Entered.
3)address_3 228 W. Palm Ave.
3)city. 3 [Burbank
3)zip 3 (No Info Entered. ]
3)phone_3 18188438175 1
3)area_3 | East San Femnando Valley ]
3)atiiong 3 {No Info Entered.
3)address_4 {2850 Mesa Verde Dr. E_ #1156 i
3)city_4 {Costa Mesa
3)zip_4 I No Info Entered.
3)phone_4 17144346783
3)area_4 IN. Coastal Orange Cc.
J)ationg 4 { No Info Entered.
3)address_5 114360 Arrow Highway b
3)ity_5 'Fontana 7
3Rip_5 + No Info Entered. i
3)phone_5 19098238002 ]
3)area_5 ; San Bernardino Cent Valley
3)lationg 5 |No info Entered.

Response submitted 7/2/99 by John Higuehi
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Respondent: South Coast Air Quality Management District

QUESTION ANSWER ™ -
3)address_6 1840 Leadora Ave.
2)rity_A |Glendora
3)zip 6 No Info Entered,
[3)phone_6 16269630112
3)area_6 E. San Grabrial Valley
3)lat/iong_6 No info Entered.
3)eddress_7 5234 w. 120th St.
3)city_7 Hawthorne
3)zip 7 No Info Entered.
3)phone_7 (3106439180
3)area 7 S.W. Los Angeles County
3)iatlong_7 No Info Entered.
3)address_8 621 W.iambertRd.
3)city_8 LaHabra
3)zip_8 No Info Entered.
3)phone_8 17148701453
3)area_8 North Orange County
3)lat/ long-8 No Info Entered.
Jjaddress S 23002 El Toro Rd.
3)city_8 (Lake Forrrest
3)zip 9 {No Info Entered.
3)phone_9 17146811740
3)area_9 /Saddleback Valley
3)lationg_9 No Info Entered.
3)address_10 3648 N. Long Beach Blvd.
3)city_10 Long Beach
3)zip_10 No info Entered.
3)phone_10 15624245420
3)area_10 IS. Los Angeles County
3)latlong_10 | No Info Entered.
3)address_11 (1630 N. Main St.
3)eity_11 jLos Angeles
g;?:o f:; = ,!Izl\1|%go Er}tgred.
3)area 11 j Central Los Angeles
3)latlong_11 (No info Entered.
3)address_12 11220 Long Beach Blvd.
3)eity_12 Lynwood
3)zip_12 No Info Entered.
3)phane_17 3106380133
3)area_12 South Central LA
3)latlong_12 No Info Entered.
3)address_13 10651 Bellegrave Ave.
3)city_13 Mira Loma
3)zip_13 No Info Entered.
3)phone_13 9093606738
J)area 13 IND InfaEntered.
Spatlong 13 TAvinfo Entered.
3)address_14 Archibald & Mission
Rty 14 Ontario
3)zip 14 L NNinfo Entered.
3)phone_14 No Info Entered.
3)area_14 San Bernardino S. Valley
3)ationg_14 No info Entered.
Yaddress 15 ir5e Wisair Ave. (Cal Tech)
J)eity_.& |Paredena
3)zip 15 | No Info Entered.
3)phone 15 16267924316

Response submitted 7/2/99 by John Higuchi
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Respondent; South Coast Air Quality Management District

QUESTION - ANSWER
Jarea 15 W, San Gabrial Valley
3)atfiong 13 ING Info Ents "
3)address_16 37138 San Gabrial Riv. Pkwy —
3)city_16 Pico Rivera
3)zip 16 No Info Entered.
3)phone 16 5526997835 -
3)area_16 S. San
Matlong 16 No Info Entered.
3)address 17 824 Garey Ave.
3)eity_17 Pomona
3)zip_17 No info Entered.
3)phone 17 19096232718
Jparea_17 |Pomona/Walnut VVallov
B)atlong 17 NoInfo Entered.
Byadaress_18 18330 Gault St — —
B)city_18 Reseda
R)zip_18 No info Entered.
3)phone_18 18188812361
3)area_18 I W. San Fernando Valley
3)at/iong_18 —_INoiinfo Entered.
3)address_19 124875 San Fermnando Rd.
3)city_19 Santa Clarita
3xzip 19 No Info Entered.
3)phone_19 6612599459
3)area_19 |8ta Clarita River Valley
3)atlong_19 INo Info Entered.
3)address 20 11350 San Bemardig _@_= #62
3)city,_ 20 'IUpla
3)zip 20 No Info Entered. 7
3)phone_20 19099828214 ]
3)area_20 San Bernardino N. Valley ]
3)ationg_20 - |No info Entered. N
4)devices The continuous pollutant monitors at remote sites are connected to ESC Dataloggers
that transmit (via leased line modems) minute data to a maintrame computer at AQMD
Headquarters. The dataicggers also maintain a wraparound historical hourly poliutant
- data file that can be stored (telephane line or mainframe probiems) and downloaded
later. The mainframe computer converts the minute data to hourly data files for
historical storage. A certain amount of minute data is maintained (a few hours), which
may be increased as the resutlt of the purchase of additional storage capacity.
f)maintenance _heavy heavy
Binetwork _constant
description ﬁé‘nm‘é criered.
Ysoftware rinhouse customized program. Span control charts. Statisticai analysis tools in EPA's
JAIRSAQS Database.
Byyes iyes
Ba)description iCustomizeddrogram.
Pino no
)delegation Data measurement Monitoring 8 Analysis Division-Data storage Information
Technology
10)qa/qc_rigorous [rigorous
11)data_management_heavy iheavy

Response submitted 7/2/99 by John Higuchi
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Los Angeles EM] Survey Response #7 Respondent: South Coast Air Quality Management District

QUESTION

ANSWER

11 )data_mariagement_d&scﬁption

Data management requires a mainframe computer (DEC Alpa recently purchased as
upgrade) with associated support in hardware and software maintenance to maintain
high level of uptime {>85%). Communications between remote stations and the
mainframe computer must be monitored and any lapses addressed immediately to
avoid the loss of real time access to information and the need to input data from back
up systems (chart recorders, PC based data aquisiion). Once stored in the
mainframe, the data is subject to quality assurance checks, modification or deletion,
based on quality control information from field operators and calibration specialists.
Once validated. the data is converted into EPA format for their AIRS system. The data
is also subject to checks by the California Air Resources Board and EPA

12)yes yes 3
12a)web lweb i
12a)ftp Iftp

12a)hard hard_copy - e
12a)tv tv T
12a)newspaper newspaper 1
12a)other other b
12a)other_description Pager Program for episode advisories. i
12b)15_days {15_days ]
12c¢)interpret_moderate Imoderate i
12d)yes_standards iyes T
12e)plans_description (No Info Entered. b
12f)concems_yes yes ]

12c)concerns_description

The data available to the public on a reattime basis has not received finai validation ang
therefore is subject to revision Or invalidation. Therefore. it a caveat must be ptaced on
the data to this effect

13)data_mapped_ves yes 1
13a)maps_available_yes yes ]
14)realtime_no no 7

14ayrealtime_plans_description

No info Entered.

14b)integrated_database_description

The only part missing would be the integration aspect of the database. | would expect I
that this would be handled by one entity (be it the City of LA or a contractor) for all of
the data inputs. The conversion of the current AOMD data format into one required for
Ithe integrated database would be a cost issue.

14c)yrealtime_benefits

|benefits

14c)realtime_obstacies_benefits_description

Since the AQMD does provide the data on its web site we cleariv believe that this
benefits the residents of the South Coast Air Basin. ’

[144Y5000 liess_than_5,000

15)compatibility_likely Tikely =
15a)multimedia_ga_no no 1
15aymultimedia_ga_description iNo Info Entered.

15b)multimedia_qa_efforts_no no ]
15b)muitimedia_ga_efforts_description No Info Entered. .
15c)dbase_deveiopment_no no ]

15c)dbase_development_description

We are interpreting cumulative environmental impact as cumulative risk analysis, whigj
is a process that may be coming in the future for determining whether a permit should
be issued for equipment that potentially emits toxic substances. # is a complex
process and probably requires more information than would be found in the proposed
[database. A layman would not have the technical background to put al of the diierent
factors into perspective as to relative risk, multipathway exposure, etc. # would be
informative to the public to identify that there are several ways that they can be

I exposed. but to try to put a number on it* would not be advised if this is the intent of thi
iquestion.”

Response submitted 7/2/99 by John Higuehi
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Los Anqgeles EMI Survev Response #7

Respondent: South Coast Air Quality Management Diict

QUESTION

ANSWER . - - -

16)goals_objectives

The goal of the ageney IS to meet federal and state ambient air quality standardsand
provide healthful air to breath for the residents of the South Coast Air Basin. The
ambient air monitoring program supgorts thii goal by providing accurate ambient air
quality measurements at loeations throughout the basin to monitor our progress toward
meeting those standards.

17 mandate_yes yes
17a)longterm Thkely_long_term
17a)ending none
17b)begin_date 1857
17c)why_agency_coliects No Info Entered.
18)mandate_to_disseminate_ves yes

18)funding fed federal
19)funding_state [state
19)funding_othemgo {other_ngo
20)total_cost $2.000,000
20)cost_for_instaliation $120,000
20)ost_for operation $40,000
21)dup_coliection_ves yes
21a)dup_agency Califonia Air Resources Board
21a)dup_contact Ron Rothaker
21a)dup_phone 9163247672
21b)cooperate_ves es

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

SinceCARBisouroversight agency, thereis constant coordination of programs to
ensure no duplication of effort.

22)jinclude_zgency

No info Entered.

22)include_contact

No Info Entered.

22)inciude_phone

| No tnfo Entered.

comments

(1) in responding to survey, only those parameters that are continuously monitored are
included. We also take integrated sampies for subsequent analysis of Particutate
Matter and speciation of organics, which are nut avaitable in reattime.(2) 183 Monitors
at35sitespollutant&meteorological only continuous analyzers.(12.b)information
based on air monitoring data is actually available on the web site in near real time.
Also access 1o the telemetry data in near real time is possible through special request
to the AQMD.(13) The AQMD web site has maps divided into sourcereceptor areas
some of which may be direcly associated with an air monitoring station. These areas
are fairly large geographically. The web site maps may be "clicked on" to see the
current data from the station if one is associated with that sourcereceptor area.(14.d)
This estimate could be greater depending on the requirements for reformatting of data
in real time as required by whatever system is developed.(19) Other NGO means
through issuance of permits renewals of permits and emission fees.

date _submitted

712098

fiorum_yes

yes

Response submitted 7/2/99 by John FHiguehi
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Respondent; Southern California Coastal

Water Research Project

QUESTION... . ANSWER : —

agency {Southern California Coastal Water Rasearch Pro;ect

acronym { SCCWRP

first Stephen

last Weisberg

title Executive Director

address 7171 Fenwick lane

city Westmisnter

state CA

zip 92683

telephone 1714 as42222

fax 714 8949699

altnumber No Info Entered.

email stevew@scewrp.org

website [www.scewrp.org

weather-criteria | No Info Entered.

air-criteria I No Info Entered.

medium-water Jwater

water_criteria (A wide arrray of water and sediment quality measures from ocean wters and
{stormwater.

solid-cdteria | No info Entered.

hazardous_criteria INo Info Entered.

tanks_criteria | No Info Entered.

medium_biological |biological

bio_criteria Moastly fish and benthos.

1)daily_frequency Most of our monitoring is done as part of research, rather than routine monitoring. Our
biggest effort is coordination of regional monitoring, whcih takes place at 45 years
intervals.

1)other other

2)number_monitors ?

3)address_1 Our regional monitoring invovies sampting of more than 500 sites. | can have someone:
send you a file of lafflons if you are interested.

3)city_1 No Info Entered.

3)zip_1 No Info Entered.

3)phone_1 [No Info Entered.

3)area_1 {No Info Entered.

3)lat/long_1 (No Info Entered.

3)address_2 | No Info Entered.

3)city_2 { No Info Entered.

3)zip_2 iNo Info Entered.

3)phone_2 No Info Entered.

3)area_2 No Info Entered.

3)latlong_2 INo Info Entered.

3)address_3 i No Info Entered.

3)city_3 {No info Entered.

3)zip_3 {No Info Entered.

3)phone_3 | No Info Entered.

3)area_3 |No Info Entered.

3)iatlong_3 No Info Entered.

3)address 4 No Info Entered.

3)city_4 ) No Info Entered.

3)ip_4 No Info Entered.

3)phone_4 No Info Entered.

3)arsa_4 No info Entered.

3)latiiong_4 I No Info Entered.

3)address_5 No Info Entered.

3)xity 5 No Info Entered.

3)ip_5 INo Info Entered.

3)phone_5 iNo tnfo Entered.

Response submitted 6/22/99 by Stephen Weisberg
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Los Angeles EM] Survey Response #1

Respondent: Southern California Coastal
Water Research Project

JUESTION. ~ANSWER"

jarea_5 iNoINio Entered.

jatlong_5 ! No Info Entered. ]

devices Fish bawls. vanVeen grab. Niikin bottles, other sample bottles. CTD's, ISCO samplers
)raintenance_none none

Jnetwork_none none

Jother_description No Info Entered.

jsoftware No info Entered,

yes yes

a)description Microsoft Access

Jyes yes

a)delegation No InfoEntered.

D)qalqe rigorous rigorous

1)data_management_heavy heavy

1)data_management_description See our IM manulat: _hitp//www.sccwrp.org/regional/inforan2.htm

2)yyes |yes

2a)web iweb

2a)itp iftp

2a)hard ihard_copy
2a)other_description INo Info Entered.
2b)30+_days 30+_days
2c)interpret moderate moderate
2d)yes_standards yes
2e)plans_description No info Entered.
2fconcerns_no no
2c)concerns_description No Info Entered.
3)data_mapped_yes yes
3a)ymaps_available_ves yes
4)ealtime_no no

4a)realtime plans_no no

4ayreaitime_plans_description

No Info Entered.

4bjintegrated_database_description

4c)reaitime_both

The samples require lab analysis. which can take six months or more.
both

4c)realtime_ocbstacies_benefits_description

Beneficial, but the reel time monitoring devices for many Of parameters we measure
are still in the developmental stages.

4d)50000

greater_than_350,000

S)compatibility_likely

likely

Sa)muitimedia_ga_yes

Sa)multimedia_ga_description

es
{See recent efforts by the Santa Moncia Bav Restoration Program.

Sb)muttimedia_ga_efforts yes lyes
Sbymultimedia_ga_efforts_description iChesapeake Bay Program
Sc)dbase_development_yes yes

Scxibase_development_description

We have come close with our regional monitoring efforts for the near coastal marine
environment.

B)goals_objectives

1. To develop. participate in, and coordiie programs to understand ecological
systems in the coastat waters and to document relationships between these systems
and human activities. 2 To answer the questions regarding the southern Califomia
coastal waters: (a) Is it safe to swin? (b) Is it safe to eat the fish? (c) Is the ecosystesr
healthy? (d) Are the natural resources being protected? 3. To effectively communicate
our research findings and recommendations, through a variety of media, to decision
makers and other stakeholders. 4. To continuously examine the composition and
structure of SCCWRP fo enhance the ability of the organization in achieving its
mission. 5. To serve as a catalyst in forming partnerships and alliances which further
these goals. 6. To provide an information management System to archive, retrieve,
analyze, and display SCCWRP data in order to achieve the above goals and enhance
our understanding of the southern California Bight

Tmandate no

ino

Rasponse submitted §22/9% by Stephen Weisberg
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Respondent: Southern California Coastal

Water Research Project

QUESTION - - ANSWER S 1

17a)longterm | likely-long-term

17a)ending I No Info Entered.

17b)begin_date 11877

17¢c)why_agency_collects Not a legal mandate, but it is part of our agency goals to collect such info and get it out
to the public.

18)mandate_to_disseminate_no no

19)funding_fed federal

19)funding_state state

19)funding_city city

19)funding_county county

19)funding_regional {regional

20)total_cost S1M

20)cost_for_installation

No Info Entered.

20)cost_for operation

No Info Entered.

21)dup_collection_yes

yes

21a)dup_agency

Too many see hitp://www.scewrp.orgiregionalicewkpin_htmitable 11"

21a)dup_contact No Info Entered.
21a)dup_phone No Info Entered.
21b)cooperate_yes yes

21c)how_to_avoid_dup_description

We have assignments from the Regional Water Quality Boards to help them
accomplish this. Also, see our regional monitoring planning documents. which are a

22)include_agency

|first step in this direction: http/imwww.scowrp.org/regional/98docs.htm
{No info Entered. ] .

22)include_contact No info Entered.
22)include_phone No Info Entered.
comments No info Entered.
date_submitted 6/22/99
forum_yes yes

Response submitted §/22/99 by Stephen Weisberg
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COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Milt Rood, Whii, CA 9060 1-1 400
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 906074998 . CHARIES W. CARRY

Telephone: (562) 699-7411, FAX: (562) 699-5422 Chief Engineer and General Manager
www.locsd.org

June 30, 1999 RECEIVED

File No: 3 I-370.10

JULO 71999
ENVIRONMENTAL AFF)
DEPABI%%&? ARS
Lillian Kawasaki
General Manager

201 North Figueroa Street
suite 200, Mail stop 177
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Liilian:
Cii_of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Project

We recently received your request to respond to the Environmental Monitoring Inventory
Survey. Unfortunately, due to other priorities we will not be able t0 respond to your request within

the required time and, therefore, are unable to participate in the survey. However, the information:
you are requesting from our agency should be provided to you by other survey participants such as

the Los Angeles Regiona Water Quality Control Board LARWQCB) and the South Coast Air
Quality Management District.

After a brieftelephone conversation on Wednesday, June 22, 1999, with Chris Patton of your
staff, the objectives of your Environmental Monitoring Project appear to be similar in nature to Other
on-going data management programs. Specifically, the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) and the LARWQCB are working on a pilot project for electronic data submittal of all
NPDES-related monitoring data. .One of the goals of the electronic data submittal/management
system is to eventually have monitoring data available to the public via the Internet.

In addition, during 1998 the LARWQCB formed stakeholder Surface Water and Ground
Water Monitoring Committees to identify important issues and proposed solutions r&ted to the
NPDES monitoring programs. Work on these committees are on-going at this time. We actively
participate in both stakeholder monitoring committees and we are committed to supporting the
LARWQCB and the SWRCB effortsin developing an electronic data submittal/management System.

LAVICKICityL ASurvey.wpd=99.06.30

{3 Recycied Pape~



LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE
TABULATION OF SURVEY RESPONSES

(Mediums
Meteorological

Air |

\Water

[Solid Waste

|Hazardous Waste

|Storage Tanks [

|Biological
TOTAL

tomm interest
es

8 w]eo]=]ol~]w]s .

@

No

N

|
!
l

QUESTION

# of Responses

# of- No Answers

A v er age ResponseValue

#1

Daily ‘

[Total = 32

\Weekly

Bi-Weekly

Monthly

Bi-Monthly

Quartely

‘Semi-Annually

Yearly

ol b | b o)l rof | o

other I

#5

Total = 16

:; 39/16 = 2.4 Minimal to Moderate

Heavy

Moderate

Minimal

None

RN
b pury R

Total = 15

constant

Periodic

Manual

other )

NO !

OlO|=|Of I

s

¥

Total = 14
1

Yes.

No |

No_Answer !

#3

Total =72

L dEe2d K]

TTotal =15

Foifits  49/15 = 3.3 Moderate to Rigorous

Rigorous

4124

Moderate !

3121

214

[« LN K

110

Poirits._: 51/16 = 3.2 Moderate to Heavy

4|28

Moderate )

3|15

Minimal [

218

None 1

Towi= 15

o| | u|~

110
[}

1
i

14/




LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE
TABULATION OF SURVEY RESPONSES

QUESTION # of Responses “# of No Answers Average Response Value
No , 1t i |
#2a {Total = 44 | ! i
W3b< i i ) !
FTIP | 7
HAlACOPY : 11
V . 2
Radii r i 1 I .
Newspaper I 2 ! !
Telepone ! 3 i ' !
Other ' 01 L
H2b Total = 15 L Points :36/15 = 2.4 10-15 Days
1-5 days ! 7 \ 4i28
5-10 days o U =
[ 0 i 210
H 8 ; 118
[otai = 14 1 Points’ $32/15 = 2.1 Minimal to Moderate
! 2 1 48
i 5 ? 3|15
2! 2}
5 15
! 1 ‘
Total = 15
: 13
2;
Total = 3 T i 12:
2]
! 1 !
i 12 1 i
Total = 15 : } |
! 9 | j
8§ |
Total = 15 '
7
8
Total = 10 | 6 :
o : !
31 ! \
6 i , ‘
Total = 14 i ; 1) :
: 3 | | ;
1 i
1 i
Total = & 7i I
0 ‘ |
8 \ ’
a 7
{Total = 11 ] 4: !
1 !
Obstacies ' 4 ! i
\ 5 i \ ‘
! 4] | l
- Total=13 3 2 Points™-. 21/15 = 1.4 ~50 thousand
1 I 4l
5-15C [ 2. | 3le
15-50C 1 1 ! 2|2
50+C ; CHE ' 119
No Answer 2: ] 010




LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE
TABULATION OF SURVEY RESPONSES

[QUESTION # of Responses # of No Answers Average Response Value
5 - - - - _Towl-15 T I
Likely | 8l | |
Unlikely I 20 |
Do Not Know | 5 ! |
#15a. 15 |
Yes | 5 |
No | 10
#is6: - T [Total=14 1 1
Yes ] 5 ! !
No | 9 | | i
No Answer | 1 i .
#15¢-- Total = 9 8l
Yes ! i 7 1 I
N o i ) 2 i '
INO . Answer K 6 i
rf_ w0 Total = 15 i
Yes | 130 |
NQ i ] 2 [ i
#17a Total = 14 ; 1]
Lonaterm i 131 | [
|Shorterm ' |
No Answer | 1 i i
Date Range [ |1870-1994 ‘ i
No Answer i ! 4 i ;
18 | fTotal = 14 T 1 '
Yes I 7 } |
No ! 7 | i
INo Answer i ! 1 i i
#19 iTotal = 26
Federal 8l
state 6
City 4
County ' 3
|Regional I 17
Other NG f I 4 i ! ]
: iTotal = 15 ! |
14 ‘
1 ]
Total = 14 1
12
| 2 !
No Answer ! | | ‘
[ ! t ,
Total Unanswered 51
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LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE
TABULATION OF SURVEY RESPONSES

Description. Question

# of Submissions Assigned to Category

i

1 |

ies ] {In Process = Currently undertaking what the
tom Software i 12 iquestion asks
internal Mainframe 1 _ L \ |
No Description ] 12 Process Inhibits = Current monitoring process
!fﬂ \ makes it infeasible to do what the questions asks
ICategonies - ! ] ]
Custom Softwar: i3 {No Description = No answer provided
Commercial Software [ | | ‘ |
Do Not Know 1 |None = Not appiicable |
None 1 ! |
No Description 4 | ‘ }
#ea | ! !
Categories | |
Custom Software 4 |
Commercial Software ] \ |
internal Mainframe 1
|None 11
No Description | I3 |
#12e |
Categories i \ !
InProcess | 12 | !
No Description I 13 [ \ |
H2A ' | | !
Categories: . | i ! I
interpretation Concems i 14 | { [
Policy Concerns 4 | [
No Use to Public i1 ‘ ] |
No Description i © | ;
#14a ] I
Process inhibits 1
In Process 1
No Desaipiion 113
#14b !
{Budget Concems L
Process Inhibits 110 ,
No Description I 4 v
#14c
Process inhibits 113
In Process TNE
Data TransiationConcemns | 15 v
Not Applicable 13 '
No Description 13
#sb_
Process Inhibits | 1 ]
In_Process P i ]
No Description i 10 ; ;
Ii#c‘z:gonae ‘} : : ;
Agency Mandate 3 ! i
No Description 112 Y
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LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE

TABULATION OF SURVEY RESPONSES
|DEVICE TYPES: '

iFish trawls

LEeN: T |
, Van Veen grab, Niskin bottles. other sample bottles, CTD's, ISCO samplers. Grab samples using 150
imt polyprop. Bongo net tows. Optical Plankton Counter tows, Manta net tows, pairovet net tows, CTD, CUDLS(

;underway temperature, salinity, and chlorophyll). ADCP. CUFES (underway fish egg sampler). MER (Multi-
wavelength Environmental Radiometer). Plankton tows. Instream pressure transducers, signal processors, data

; loggers, systolic pumps, American Sigma automated samplers, dippers and buckets for manual sampling.

i Continuous pollutant monitors at remote sites are connected to ESC Dataloggers that transmit (via leased line

i modems) minute data to a mainframe computer at AQMD Headquarters. Xontech 920 Multipoint Air Sampler.
{Xontech 91 OA Canister Sampler. LEA uses a Landtec GA90 gas analyzer with an attached hydrocarbon filter to
:monitor for landfill gas migration. Ametek MK2 Audio Dosimeter and a Foxbom OVA 128 Organic Gas-Analyzer for :
:special circumstances. LEA and CIWMB inspectors use combustible gas indicators to monitor for explosive gas in
i enclosed spaces gas and probes to detect gas at the landfill perimeter. ISCO samplers.
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LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE

‘FIELD LAYOUT/DESIGN
SURVEY FIELD NAME . “TYPE OF FIELD 'DESCRIPTION - ‘DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS
agency TEXT Participant agency/organization name ___Fill in the blank
acronym TEXT Participant agency/organization acronym Fill in the blank
first TEXT Participant first name Fill in the blank
last TEXT Participant last name Fill in the blank
fitie TEXT Participant title i
ress JTEXT Participant aadress Ul 1N 4w Liatin
fcity ITEXT Participant city {Fill in the blank
state |TEXT Participant state {Fill in the blank |
Participant zip ITEXT {Fill in the blank
[teiephone VAT Participant telephone number |Fill in the blank
TEXT Participant fax number _____ |Fillintheblank |
altnumber TEXT Partickert sisrmehs phone nammiver_____ ek the blank
email TEXT Participant email address | Al in the blank
medium_meteoriogicai 'YES/NO |Meteoriogical conditions monitored Check box
ical, desrrndinn, - TEXT |Description of conditions monitored _____|Fill in the blank
mediun.._air YES/NO Air medium monitored Check box
jair_description TEXT Description of conditions monitored Fill in the blank
medium_water YESNO Water mediurn monitored Check box
water_description TEXT Description of conxlitions monitored Fill in the blank
medium_solid YES/NO Solid waste medium monitored Check box
soild_description TEXT Description of conditions monitored Fill in the blank
medium_hazardous YES/NO Hazardous waste medium monitored Check box
i TEXT Description of conditions monitored Fill in the blank
YES/NO Underground storage tanks monitored Check box
TEXT Description of conditions monitored Fill in the biank
YES/NO Biclogical conditions monitored Check box
iDescription of conditions monitored IFill in the blank
I
How often monitoring takes place {Check box
Samgling interval Fill in the blank
How often monitoring takes place Check box
How often monitoring takes piace Check box
How often monitoring takes place Check box
How often monitoring takes place Check box
How often monitoring takes place Check box
|How often monitoring takes piace Check box
How often monitoring takes place . ICheckbox -
How often monitoring takes place {Check box
'The number of monitore deployed within i
|the monitering timeframe._.
iWhere monitoring site(s) are located
Type of device(s) used to collegt
monitored data ;
The ievel of maintenance requirements  [Check bax
a;;d duues associated with the deployment
. |
5_maintenance_moderate YESNO ‘The level of maintenanca raquirements | Check box
, jand duties associated Witht  he deployment
—— — - of monitors
b_maintenance_minimal YESNO The level of maintenance requirements  |Check box
- iand duties associated with the deployment
‘ iof monitors
5_maintenance_none IYES/NO iThe level of maintenance réyirements | Check box
’ and duties associated with the deployment, ’
] — of monitors '
F_neMork_oonsmnt : 1YES/NO Type of telecommunications network used | Check box
for the collection of data from monitors
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LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE

FELD LAYOUT/DESIGN
SURVEY FIELD NAME =~ - TYPEOFFIELD DESCRIFTION " : ~ DATAENTRY.INSTRUCTIONS -
6_network_periodic YES/NO Type of telecommunications network used |Check box ’
for the collection of data from monitors
6_network_manual YES/NO Type of telecommunications network used [Check box
for the collection of.data from monitors
6_network_other YES/NO Type of telecommunications network used iCheck box
for the collection of data from monitors
6_network_none YES/NO- Type of telecommunications network usedA Check box
for the collection of data from monitors
6_network_description MEMO Description of the type of Fill in the blank
" [telecommunications network used for the
collection of data from monitors
7_software_description MEMO Software and/or algorithms associated Fill in the blank
with measurement of the collected data
8_storage_software_yes YES/NO Program or software used in data storage |Check box
8_storage_software_no YES/NO Program or software used in data storage |Check box
8a_software_description MEMO Description of program or software used in|Fill in the blank
data storage
9 _who_measures_yes YES/NO Division of fabor between who measures |Check box
and stores data
9_who_measures_no YES/NO Division of labor between who measures |Check box
and stores data :
9a_who_description ’ MEMO : Description of division of labor between  |Fill in the blank
who measures and stores data
10_ga/c_rigorous YES/NO Level of review or quality Check box
assurance/control does data undergo
10_ga/c_moderate . YES/NO Level of review or quality Check box
assurance/control does data undergo
10_ga/c_cursory YES/NO Level of review or quality Check box
assurance/control does data undergo
10_ga/c_none YES/NO Level of review or quality Check box
assurance/control does data undergo
11_managing_effort_heavy YES/NO Level of effort associated with managing |Check box
the data
11_managing_effort_moderate YES/NO Level of effort associated with managing |Check box
. the data
11_managing_effort_minimal YES/NO Level of effort associated with managing |Check box
the data
11_managing_effort_none YES/NO Level of effort associated with managing |Check box
the data
11_managing_effort_description MEMO Description of level of effort associated  |Fill in the blank
with managing the data
12_data_public_yes YES/NO Is monitoring information made accessibie |Check box
to the public
12_data_public_no YES/NO Is monitoring information made accessibie |Check box
to the public .
12a_public_format web YESNO Format information is available Check box
12a_public_format_fip YES/NO Format information is available Check box
12a_public_format_hard YES/NO Format information is available Check box
12a_public_format tv YES/NO Format information is available Check box
12a_public_format_radio YES/NO Format information is availabie Check box
12a public_format newspaper YES/NO Format information is avaitable Check box
12a_public format telephone YES/NO Format information is available Check box
12a_public_format_other YESNO Format information is available Check box
12a_public_format_description MEMO Description of format information is Fill in the blank
available if other

205




LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE

FIELD LAYOUT/DESIGN

SURVEY HELD NAME

TYPE OF FIELD DESCRIPTION

DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS

12b_public_howquick_1-5 YES/NO [How quickly information is made available | Check box
110 the pubiic, in days
12b_public_howquick_5-10 YES/NO How quickly inforrnation is made available | Check box
to the public, in days
12b_public_howguick_10-30 YES/NO How quickly information is made available i Check box
_ to the public, in days
12b_public_howqguick 30+ YES/NO How quickly information is made available |Check box
_ to the public, in days :
12c_intespretation_extensive YES/MNO Level of interpretation data undergoes Check box
before being made accessible to the
public
12c_interpretation_moderate YES/NO Level of interpretation data undergoes Check box
before being made accessibie to the
—_— public
12c_interpretation_minimal YES/NO Level of interpretation data undergoes Check box
before being made accessible to the
public
12c_interpretation_none YESNO Level of interpretation data undergoes Check box
before being made accessible to the ’
public :
12d_standards_yes YES/NO Use of government standards, action Check box
levels, etc. to interpret data
12d_standards_no YES/NO Use of government standards, action Check box
' . levels, etc. to interpret data
12e_public_pians_ves YES/NO iPlans to make data available to pubiic, if |Check box
inot already so _
12e_public_plans_no YES/NO Plans to make data available to public, if |Check box
- not aiready so ‘
12e_public_plans_description - MEMO Description of plans to make data Fill in the blank
available to public, if not already so
12f_public_concems_yes YES/NO Concems regarding dissemination of Check box
monitoring information to the public
12f_public_concems_no YES/NO jConcems regarding dissemination of Check box
: monitoring information to the public
12f_publiic_concems_description MEMO Description of concemns regarding Fill in the blank
dissemination of monitoring information to
the public .
13_mapped_ves YES/NO information readity cross-referenced and |Check box
— phically mapped i
13_mapped no YES/NO Information readily cross-referenced and |Check box
— ically mapped
13a_public_ maps_yes YESNO Maps available to the public Check box
13a_public maps_no YES/NO Maps available to the public -___Check box
14_public_real-time_yes YES/NO Monitoring data compiled reak-time Check box
14 _public_real-ime_no YESNO Monitoring data compiled real-time Check box
14a_public_real-time_pians_yes YESNO Plans to make real-ime data availabie to |Check box
public
14a_public_real-tirme_plans_no YES/NO Plans to make real-time data available to {Check box
pubiic
14a_pubiic_real-fime_plans_description MEMO Description of plans to make real-time Fill in the blank
idata available to public -
14b_integrated_dbase_description MEMO Description of requirements needed to Fiil in the blank
include monitoring information in a real-
time, online, integrated database
14¢_realtime_benefits YES/NO Benefits and/or obstacles to providing real{ Check box
time monitoring information to the public
14c_real-time_obstacles . [YESNO Benefits and/or obstacies to providing reaHCheck box
time monitoring information to the public
14c_real-time_both YES/NO

Benefits and/or obstacles to providing real
time monitoring information to the public

Check box
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LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE
FIELD LAYOUT/DESIGN

SURVEY FIELD:NAME TYPE OF FIELD "DESCRIPTION DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS |
14c_realtime_decription |MEMO Description of benefits and/or obstacles to Fill in the blank
providing real-time monitoring information
to the public |
14d_real-time_cost_Sg YES/NO Estimate cost involved in making real-time I|Check box
information available to the public
14d_real-time_cost_5-15g YES/NO Estimate cost involvad in making real-time|Check box
information available to the public
14d_real-time_cost_15-50g YES/NO Estimate cost involved in making real-time|{Checkbox
linformation_available to the public
14d_real-time_cost_50+g YES/NO Estimate cost involved in making reak-time{Checkbox
information available to the public
15_compatibility_likely YES/NO Liklihood of compatibilii between Checkbox

collecteddataandthatofotherrrrejor |
environmental monitoring entities

15_compatibility_unlikely YES/NO: Liklihood of compatibility between Check box
collecteddataandthatofothermajor
environmental _monitoring _entities

15_compatibility_dontknow YES/NO | Liklihood of compatibilii between Checkbox
‘collected data and that of other major
environmental monitoring entities

15a_consolidate_yes YES/NO Attempted to electronically consolidate Check box
data with that of another agency

15a_consolidate_no YES/NO Attempted to electronically consolidate  |Check box
|data with that of another agency

15a_consolidate_description MEMO Description of attempt to electronically Fill in the blank
iconsolidate data with thatofanother
jagency

15b_consolidate_efforts_yes YES/NC Familiarity with efforts to consoliie data | Check box
that have been a success

15b_consolidate_efforts_no YES/NO Familiarity with efforts to consoliie data {Check box
that have been a success

15b_consolidate_efforts_description MEMO Descdption of efforts to consolidate data |Fill in the blank
that have been a success

15¢_likely_yes YES/NO Possiblii of developing a consoliited Check box
database to evaluate cumulative
environmental _impacts

15¢_likely_no YES/NO | Possiblity of developlng a consolii Check box
database to evaluate cumulative
environmental _impacts

15¢_likely_comment uMEMO Description of the possiblity of developing [Fill in the blank
a consolidated database to evaluate
l cumulative environmental impacts

iy e Tt Y g
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Is_objectives

16_goa |MEMO Agency goals and objectives for collecting |Fill in the blank
' monitoringdata
17_mandate_yes YES/NO Is there a legal mandate requiring data to |Check box
be collected
17_mandate_no YES/NO Is there a legal mandate requiring data to [Check box
be collected
17a duration longterm [YEWNO Projected duration for data collection Checkbox
17a_duration_shortterm [YESMNO Projected duration for data collection Check box
'17a duration enddate 'TEXT | End date for data collection Fill in the blank
[17b inception TEXT Begin date for data collection Fill in the blank
17¢_why_collect _description MEMO # no iegal mandate why monitoring data is /Fill in the blank
collected !
18_mandate_public_yes YES/NO Legal mandate requiring public Check box
dissemination of data
18_mandate_public_no YES/NO Legal mandate requiring public Check box
dissemination of data
19 funding federal YES/NO | How agency or organization is funded |Check box
19 funding state YES/NO | How agency or organization is funded Icheckbox
19 funding city IYESNO | How agency or organization is funded } Check box

4065



LOS ANGELES ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING INVENTORY DATABASE

FIELD LAYOUT/DESIGN
SURVEY. FIELD NAME TYPE OFFIELD DESCRIPTION : DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS
19_funding county IYESINO . {How agency or omganization is funded __{Check box
19_funding_regionai IYES/NO iHow agency or organization is funded  iCheck box
19_funding_othemgo IYES/NO {How agency or organization is funded Check box
20_total_costs |TEXT Annual maximum costs for data collection, |Fill in the blank
! storage and deployment .
20_instaliation_costs ITEXT Annual maximum costs for data collection, |Fill in the blank -
storage and depioyment
20_operation_costs TEXT Annual maximum costs for data collection, [Fill in the blank
Storage and deployment
21_other agencies_ves YES/NO Other agencies that collect similar data __|Check box
21_other agencies_no YES/NO Other agencies that collect similar data_ | Check box
21a_agency_name TEXT Name of agency that collects similar data |Fill in the blank
21a_agency_contact TEXT Contact at agency that collects similar  |Fill in the blank
data
21a_agency_phone TEXT Phone number of agency that collects i Fill in the biank
) : similar data’
21b_cooperate_yes IYESINO Cooperation with agency collecting similar |Check box
: data to achieve your shared goals :
21b_cooperate_no YES/NO jon with agency collecting similar | Check box
. data to achieve your shared goals
21c_avoid_dup_description MEMO Description of ways to avoid dupiication [Fill in the biank
: and provide more effective monitoring
22_other_agency_participant TEXT Any agency that should alsc be included |Fill in the blank
. in Los Angeles EMI inventory
22 other_agency_contact TEXT Contact at agency that should aiso be Fill in the blank
inciuded in Los Angeles EMI inventory
22 other_agency_phone TEXT Phone number of agency that should also [Fill in the blank
be inciuded in Los Angeles EMI inventory
am———— ! ettt —
comments IMEMO iGeneral comments IFill in the blank
date_submitted iDATETIME IDate survey submitted Fill in the blank
fforum_yes \YESNO Qllmerstinamndingafommbdisuss Check box
i lsurvey results and how to benefit from
| jworking with others to achieve operational
|or cost benefits
o YES/NO Interest in attending a forum to discuss | Check box
{survey results and how to benefit from
: {working with others to achieve operational’
) lor cost benefits I
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Interview questions

Profile/Characterization

1. Describe the purpose of your organization or office.

2. Provide a profile of your primary constituents.

Information Needs

3. What environmertal information would be useful to you and your constituents?
4. Can you give me some examples of what might the information be used for?

5. Do you or your constituent collect that information today? From what sources?

6. How frequently do you collect it?

Information Access and Presentation Preferences

7. What means of information access makes most sense to you and your constituents (e.g., TV,
newspaper, radio, Internet, printed material)?

7a Can you explain why?
7Tb. Do you see that changing?

8. How should the information be presented to be most useful to you and your constituents (e.g., simple
"safe/not safe” or more comprehensive information allowing the user to do their own assessment)?

9. Is additional support required to help you and your constituents understand the information?

10. How much detail should be made available to access links or to investigate information relationships
(e.g., air emissions related to census tract income)?

Information FrequencyNeeds

11. Does the information need to be real-time to be useful 10 you and your constituents?

Participation in Design and Implementation of Environmental Information Program

12. Would you be willing to participate in 2 workshop or forum to firther discuss design and
implementation of an online, integrated environmental information program for the Los Angeles
region?



List of Interviewees

American Lung Association of Los Angeles County
David M. Berger, Manager of Environmental Health and Tuberculoss Programs

City of Los Angeles Fire Department
Valerie T. Zumwalt, Manager of Hazardous Materials Programs

Coadlition for Clean Air
Todd R. Campbell, Policy Associate

Communities for a Better Enviromnent
Shipra Bansal, Staff Scientist

Concerned Citizens of South Central (CCSC)
Meody Dove

Councilwoman City Miscikowski, Council District 11
Lisa Gritzner, Legidative Deputy

County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services
Department of Environmental Hedth

Bureau of Enviromnental Protection

Jack Petralia, Director

County of Los Angeles Department of Heath Services
Disease Control Programs
Shirley Fannin MD, Director

Hed the Bay
Beach Report Card Program
James Alamillo

Southern Cdifornia Association of Governments (SCAG)
Jm Sims, Information Services Director
John Cox, Deployment & Partnership Director



Person Interviewed

David M. Berger
Manager of Environmental Health and Tuberculosis Programs
American Lung Association of Los Angeles county

Responsibility

Themxssxonofthe ‘American Lung Association of Los Angeles County (ALA) is to prevent and eliminate hmg
disease and to improve the quality of life and health of those with lung disease. Its goals include:

Program Goals - :

¢  Children' Lung Health: To prevent and eliminate children's lung disease and to improve the quality of life and

health of those with lung disease through their developmental years.

‘Tobacco: To achieve a smoke-free environment.

Tuberculosis: To prevent and efiminate tuberculosis in Los Angeles County. .

Air Quality: To improve indoor and outdoor air quality 1o better the health of the community.

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease/Lung Cancer: To prevent and eliminate chronic obstructive pulmonary

disease, lung cancer, and other adult lung diseases and to improve the quality of life and health of those

affected.

e  Occupational Health: To prevent and eliminate work-related hung injury and disease and to improve the quality
of life and health of all those affected.

¢ o o o

Research Goals '
To support both basic and clinical research of the highest quality by any of the scientific disciplines in order to
prevent and eliminate lung disease and to improve the quality of life and health of those affected.

Advocacv Goals -
To promote, actively support, and educate the public on legistation and causes that advance ung health.

c ity Leadershi . .
To assume a leadership role on public issues relating to lung health of the Los Angeles community and to promote
community health services in lung dissase for all residents of Los Angeles County.

Mwo&%avm&mmmms@ah&ﬁmpmmmmmmmemhnMp
between environmental conditions and human health; school districts—to build awareness of 2ir quality and other
environmental health issues; government agencies and other partners-to disseminate information; and the genesal
popmmmoflmAngdsCmmycmdmmmmmmmp@amcmow&mmdm
pulmonary issues.

Summary

Information needs, Information needs are focused on the connection between environmental contaminants and their
impact on hwmnan health. (Just a data repository is of no use without a health-based context.) Particular emphasis is
on criteria pollutants and air toxics. Needs information on pollution and health at the county and sub-county levels,
including poliatant *hot spots” information. Requires that the information be “layered” (ie., TRI data with health
data). A good example at the aggregate level is the Environmental Defense Fund's website (www.scorecard.org).
Particularly relevant information would discuss the health effects of the interaction of colwmmlmmwm such as
nmltipleairto:dcs. This could be far more significant than presenting health risk data on individual contaminants

Wmmemmmmmwmmm(a,,mmmwmmm)wm
reports and studies that use epidemiological data to interpret what effect environmental pollutants may have on
human bealth Usefil to know who conducted the research, are they available for consultation, what were the
methods used to collect and interpret data, what was the purpose for collecting the data, how is it intended to be



uﬁliz:id, :brlld what isthe level of accuracy and limitations of the data. Locally relevant studies, such as on asthma,
are vauable.

Uses of environmental information to contribute to organization goals, Availability of information on the
connection between pollution and health would help guide the evaluation of community needs and help to develop
appropriate interventions and programs Information would be used to strengthen advocacy programs and
environmental regulations and to assist with communications and media Outreach efforts.

s environmental information collected bv ALA todav? A lot of information is collected, but it is not aways
thoroughly reviewed and analyzed. They try to review a wide variety of information and this limits how much
expert review can be performed. It would be very valuable to be able to readily assess the validity of information
before referring it to the public-today, some of this is done by the national affice and some by the local office.
Examples of typicad inquiries from the public are: What is the hedlth risk to children in portable classrooms? What
are the hedlth risks of using some household chemicals? Concern with referralsis what risks are being portrayed
and communicated by theinformation? Hasaformal risk assessment been performed?

| Sthe Internet agood wav to communicate environmental information to the public? The Internet can be passive,
but is an easy delivery mechanism. A website needs a good front page to attract interest and demonstrate
functionality. The Internet provides a good research tool that allows the user to get as detailed as they wish.
Information should be layered by level of detail and encourage users to ask questions about what they are being
presented. What new research is being done? What new findings exist? What questions remain unanswered? What
aretheoutstanding concerns?

A lot of education and communication done by ALA is in response to individuals calling for assistance. ALA does a
lot of referrds. A well-designed Internet site(withunderstandable links and layers of detail) that helps people better
understand environmental conditions where they live and where to go if they have questions or concerns would help
the ALA with itswork load and contribute to its' dgoals However, it IS essential to provide vnderstandable
information, not just a lot Of data that will confuse and d& courage people.

IS deliverv of information using the Internet an appropriate wav to help people understand the relationship of
environmental conditions and human health? The determinant for delivery is what audience are yOU targeting. Use
a means of delivery that is used by your andience. For the general public, most people do not have the time to
evaluate and interpret information They want a simple, straightforward summary of what the information means
and what the significance is to them and theii activities. This. is why television isthe predominant way that people
get their information Unfortunately, television broadeasts can't offer ongoing, multi-media, geographicaliy-
referenced environmental information.

providing mediabriefings and training isalso an important pathway to disseminate environmental information
ALA’sexperience i Sthat information communication needstoinclude media You select different kinds of media to
achieve different results—sometimes "shock vValue” announcements, SOmetimes media supplements or insexts,
sometimes brief fact sheets for “sound bites”, sometimes comprehensive coverage through interviews.

Information dissemination needs to include public service announcements that are locally relevant Pamphlets have

limited usage. - 800 numbers can be valuable. Given the cultural, ethnic, and socioeconomic diversity of Los
Angeles, effective information dissemination is difficult with limited resources,

Does an Intemet-based environmental information program need a human to assist users?
Y es, potentially to help users interpret the information being presented and assess its significance to their lives.

Time-relevancv Of data Depends on media and how rapidly conditions change. Sometimes, the most valuable
environmental information shows trends over time, not today's conditions.

Suggestions on initial participants in program design. Local research entities examining how environmental
conditions affect public health, organizations involved with sustainable development and quality of life, community
organizations involved with environmental issues, and government agencies that are mandated to collect and
disseminate data on environmental conditions.




Suggestions on jnitial wsers. Program could be used by a variety of communities just like EDF's
www.scorecard.org is today. o

Important uses of 3 geographicaliv-referenced environmental information program. Such a program conld help
communities develop 2 better understanding of the relationship between environmental conditions and human
health Relevant epidemiological data should be included to provide a factual basis to this understanding. The
program could assist communities in determining what eavironmental indicators they may want to use to assess the
baseline "health” of their community, discussing what direction they would like to move, and evaluating the impact
of projects on their community.

Recommendations on_othér sources of feedback. Robert Gottleib, Pol|Ution Prevention Education and Research

Center (Occidental Coliege/UCLA). Lupe Valdez or La Ronda Bowen, South Coast Air Quality Management
Didtrict’ sPublic Advisor'sOffice,




Person Interviewed

Valerie T. Zumwalt
Manager of Hazardous Materials Programs
City, of Los Angeles Fire Department

Responsibility

Implementing agency of the Unified Program for Hazardous Materials for the City of Los Angeles. This involves
the following functions:

e Compiling and maintaining information on hazardous material handlers, their inventories, and their
business response plans. Agency does inspections of inventories—if inspectors find fire/life safety
violations, the site is referred to an industrial/commercial inspector for matters related to storage, use,
handling, and processing of chemicals.

e |ssuing permits for construction, modification, and closure of underground storage tanks (USTs).
Inspecting USTs on 3 year frequency to ensure compliance.

Tracking operators with aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) to ensure that a Spill Prevention Control and
countermeasure (SPCC) Plan exists.

e Enforcing the Risk Management Prevention (RMP) or California Accidental Release Prevention
(CALARP) Program. This is afedera program implemented by the State that contains measures to prevent
releases of listed extremely hazardous chemicals. The State incorporates additional chemicals and lower
thresholds into the program. The Unified Program staff reviews plans and works with companies to ensure
implementation.

e  Assisting with preparation of inventory &formation on hazardous generators and onsite treatment facilities
for use by Los Angeles County which is the enforcing agency for compliance.  This information is
primarily discovered through fire inspections. The City issues permits and oversees program by ensuing
that emergency response plans are in place and that inspections occur. Main users of infonmation are
hazardous material responders and fire responders. Each fire station prepares fire pre-plans for facilities in
their service area so that they know how to respond to an incident The pre-plans describe what chemicals
are stored, quantities of material, and hazardous characteristics.

* Preparing area plans to determine what Would be the effect of a catastrophic incident (e.g., earthquake) and
determine if the Fire Department could adequately respond. .

» Reporting quantitative information on how many businesses are in the City, how many handlers, how many
tanks, how many tanks in fuel service, etc. Thisinformation is used to help determine if businesses should
fall under CALARP.

Summary

Proposed environmental information program would have no direct benefit to the Unified Program The agency’s
job is to collect information and make it available to fire and hazardous material response personnel. The proposed
program could provide a location far Unified Program staff to look up information for referrals or to refer callers to
awebsite for public information.

The environmental information program would actaally need information that the Unified Program assembles. The
Unified Program could provide jnformation, such as: lists of businesses that fall within their purview (hazardous
materials or USTs), businesses til]at have prepared a CALARP plan, and st of USTs and ASTs in the City.
Disclosure through the Internet of sites with CALARP plans is a concern because of the materials stored at these
sites and the possibility of misuse of the information and potential creation of public safety risk. Information is
public, Ut must be requested on case-by-case basis. One benefit of the website might be to provide be guidance to
citizens on the procedure t0 secure information on CALARP sites.



Person Interviewed

Todd Campbell
Coalition for Clean Air (Coalition)

Responsibility

The primary goa of the Coalition is to ‘restore clean air to the South Coast air basin as well as 10 the State of
Cdifornia.  The organization concentrates on both criteria and toxic air pollutants from stationary and mobile
sources.  Their campaigns range from reducing hazardous emissions from diesel exhaust to encouraging use of
alternative fuel and low emission vehicles. They act as a “watchdog” of agencies to help ensure that the responsible
agencies stay on course with their plans for arainment of clean air; this includes getting involved in litigation,
though typically as a last resort The Coalition works with comrmmiry-based organizations (such as Communities
for a Better Environment, Concerned Citizens of South Central, and Mothers of East L A) on ervironmental justice
issues studying areas of the City with high concentrations of facilities emitting known air toxics. The organization
acts as an advocate and intermediary for communities and grassroots organizations wanting to address issues with
agencies (such as AQMD, CARE) and industry (such as the Western Petroleum Marketers Association, the

American and California Truckers Association). Their constituents include everyday people interested in improving
ar quality-the Coalition gives them a voice.

Summary

What environmental information would be most useful to vour office to achieve its ecals? Technical, regulatory,
policy, and legidative information that might help in our efforts to restore clean air to the region.

Can vou give some exammles of what might this information be used for? Preparing the study titled “ Exhausted by
Diesdl” isaperfect example. It was a long-term study on the toxicity of diesel emissions prepared before diesdl was
listed as a toxic air contaminant. The Study evaluated emission ratesin several air basins (including conducting their
own modeling) and what percentage of vehicles were responsible for diesel emissions and it evaluawed exposure risk
trying to derive a connection between diesel emissions and human health. The study concluded that diesel

emissions were a threat, discussed the health impacts, and suggested what the policy options were for initiating
action.

How do vou collect the information todav? A |ot the information comes in the form of technical studies and reports
from staff at agencies, |legidlative staff ‘members, other environmental organizations (Such as Natural Resources
Defense Council, Union of Concerned Scientists, Environment Foundation), and consultants. A lot of information
sharing goes on with conference calls and working groups. The Internet is used extensively by Coalition staff. A
number of sites used regularly are the Health Effects Ingtitute, World Health Organization, State Office of Health

Hazard Assessment, State Department of Pesticides, Southern California Association of Governments, and
Metropolitan Transportation Authority.

[sthe Internet a zood wav to deliver environmental information to the general ic? Thereisno other alternative
delivery mechanism for the program being considered, particularly with such an extensive interactive approach. The
Internet gives people the ability of access information that is critical to their day-to-day decision making. Istheair
quality healtbful to go running? Is the water quality okay to go swfing? Or if they want to 7ent or own in 2
particular neighborhood: What is the average air quality like and where is the nearest park? The need exists today
for thiskind of readily available information on |local environmental conditions.

Access should not be an issue-in the not too distant future, people will probably be able to access the Internet
without a computer by using a satellite or cable connection through the television. Schools and libraries have
computer workstations today and this would be a good place to “kick off" the program. Children would be
mtroduced 10 the program and they would educate and inform their parents. In fact, the problem may not be a

limitation on access, but one of advertising and broadcasting sufficienty to encourage active use of the site in its
early phase.



How much detail should be nrovided in the presentation? The first page of information should be distilled down and
made simple. People start to lose interest quickly and most will quit after “three clicks.” Start with a simple
presentation of the facts. For example, if they are interested in the Santa Monica Airport, provide a brief
background, some information on current operations, and plans for the future. But, let them access the
environmental impact report on facility expansion, if they want. Layers of detail are fme as long as the first

interaction with the Internet site does not require alot of technical interpretation. Don’t have them call you for more
information.

Should ratines be affixed to environmental conditions? Ratings are fine when a standard exists that is commonly
accepted. For known air toxics, a scientific review panel typicaly would have assigned a risk value-carcinogenic
health risk of the expected number of cancers for every million people exposed or non-cancer risk characterized by a
hedlth index (a factor representing how many times above or below the safe level one's exposure is).  Mapping of
modeling results should be fme to describe exposure risk, but it is recommended to show a conservative rating (one

based on a risk variance on the low side of what is normally considered safe) and disclose any modeling
assumptions.

Does an Internet-based environmental information program need a staffed sunport structure to assist users? The
pro-gram will need staff initialy to assist users and to get feedback on how the program is working and ways to
improve it. For individuals or commumnity groups that want detailed questions answered regarding interpretation of
the data or assistance on what actions to take, they should be linked or referred to agencies or non-profits. It isvery
important, though, that if individual’s names are provided they be available to respond to inquires and commit the
time to do so. Another ideaisto refer people to Greenwire (a Reuters- or Associated Press-type of news service) for
relevant stories on real-life actions being taken by communities in response to environmental contamination.

Does the information need to be real-time to be useful ? It is media-dependent.  For air quality associated with
criteria pollutants and for drinking water, the information should be real-time. This is primarily because up-to-the-
minute information may affect a behaviora response that could benefit a person’s health (such as not exercising on a
smoggy afternoon). Otherwise, average or trend information is adequate.

Would a multimedia environmental information program help with the evaluation of cumulative impacts? Not
necessarily the evaluation, but the identification of potential cumulative impacts. The aggregate effect of exposure
to more than one substance may not be known. Nonetheless, it would be beneficia to disclose that multiple
substances may be present at some frequency and this may pose a greater health risk than exposure to just one
substance. ldentifying that more than one substance (particularly toxic air contaminants) may to present would aso
improve land-use decision-making, including whether proposed new projects get approved and what appropriate
mitigations may be for those projects. This is increasingly important with more urban infill projects and projects
that result in higher densities of population in the region This is critical to quality of life and livability issues in the
Los Angeles region.

Who do vou think mieht use the program? Constituents of the Coalition would use the program as an information
source and this would benefit the organization by off-loading staff. The Codlition would actively promote the site as

away to improve education and awareness of environmental conditions and the relationship to human health—this is
an important objective of the organization.

Would vour organization use the program? If the program developed into a truly multimedia environmental

information repository with good links to detailed technica studies and reports, the Coalition staff would use it to
accelerate their research and save time.



Person Interviewed

Shipra Bansal
Staff Scientist
Communitiesfor aBetter Environment (CBE)

Responsibility

CBE is an enviroumental justice organization with a mission to work for a cleaner environment for all. Their focus
is on urban environments and providing technical and legal resources t0 commumities that want to fight
environmental injustice. CBE supports communities and helps direct their efforts, but the communities |ead the
campaign. The organization is also iuvolved in direct policy advocacy and pursueslegal actions against companies,
mostly related to air quality.

Summary

‘What environmental information would be most useful to vour office to achieve its goals? Monitoring information
on air toxics (hazardous air pollutants) from AQMD and more complete information on the health risks associated
with air toxics. Need data gaps filled; need more information on more facilities. The local industrial base is
increasingly made up of smaller manufacturing facilities that are unregulated. This is compounded by the fact that
available data is not always cumrent and may provide little certainty about existing operations. Need better
information on cumulative impacts and what is an acceptable health burden for a community surrounded by
numerous facilities that emit air toxics. Would like the number of air toxics monitors expanded so that more locally
reievant information could be available. Sii, need more information from DTSC about facilities-what types

of toxics are stored or have been dumped? How much? \When? The health impact to the community can't be
assessed if you don't know this information.

Can vou dive some examples of what mieht this information be used for? To hel p communities fight envirommental
injustice.

How do vou collect the information todav? Public environmental databases such as TRI, Multiple Air Toxic
Exposure Study (MATES) (completed by AQMD in 1988), CERCLIS, TSDFs, AQMD's Rule 301(¢) anunal

emissions reporting, state and local @abases on underground storage tanks and hazardous materials handlers, and
others.

What other kind of information would thev like to have on the Intemet? It would be very useful to develop an
annotated directory of existing Internet sites that provide monitoring information for the Los Angeles region. This
would fmprove the utilization of what is already out there and would create the opportmity to work with different
Internet sites to make thern more user friendly. People don’t know what is out there and readily accessible (e.g.,
Preliminary Remediation Guidelines) and agencies need feedback on the effectiveness of their sites (for example,
CARB provides information on air toxics, but it is cumbersome to use).

The directory could explain what the site contains, offer tips on how to "navigate” the site, what the information
might be used for, and what may be any limitations of the information. The directory could provide a comparative
presentation of sites, the pros and cons of sites, and how to best use different sites for different purposes. TRI data
available through different sites is a good example. RTK is good for raw data on an industry or facility and if you
want t0 download a lot. EDF's Scorecard is good if you don't need specific data and want to look at things visually
with colorful maps. Envirofacts has numerous applications, but is not user friendly.

AQMD and DTSC should provide online access to all their databases. At this time, access is limited to the public
and requests take a long time to fill. Doing this would be worthwhile to them as it would save their staff the time
required to process the records request and copy and mail it. Regulatory agencies should also provide online access

to the rules and regulations that they are responsible far enforcing. Many times the public doesn't know this basic
information.



The public should really have access to data on what is being emitted or stored by specific facilities. They should be
provided through the Internet with simple tools to determine what is the health risk of exposure to certain
substances. What is the maximum allowable level, what is considered unsafe, and how much of this substance is
present locally? Since site-specific information is not available for all facilities, it would be beneficial to have
industry profile information such as What substances does au auto body shop use? What is typically stored on site?

What is typically emitted through normal operations? Thiswould greatly enhance public awareness of local
environmental conditions.

How much detail should be provided in the presentation? Initially, people may want the simple approach. But,
CBE's experience is that once people know how to access and understand databases, they want that kind of detail.
Furthermore, simplifying environmental conditions sufficiently so that you can rate them may pose problems unless
you can point to commonly accepted standards or criteria used to arrive at the rating.

s the Internet agood wav to deliver environmental information to the general public? There really are no other
options to provide this kind of environmental information in an interactive way to a broad constituent base.

Does an | nternet-based environmental information program need a dtaffed support structure to assist users?Itis
likely that you will need staff available to assist users on how to use the site and bow to interpret what isthere. You
will probably need ongoing support staff because you will always have new users.  There would have to be

guidelines as to what the staff could and couldn’t say about the data, what it means, and what options are available
for the community to take action.

[t might, though, be a better idea and be more cost-effective to have periodic training on how to best use the site. As
an example, CBE has an EEA grant to develop materials and do training to teach people how to use the TRI
database. CBE has developed a handout (see “Using the Eight to Know Network” attached). It provides a step-by-
step approach on What do the choices mean? How do you narrow down a request to get what you need? How do
you sign off? Thii kind of training could be available to the public, but could aso be offered to community-based
organizations S0 they can help their congtituents use the Internet site. A “train thetrainer” approach. You could also
set up adisplay and offer demonstrations at libraries, public offices, etc. This would offer away to get feedback on
the site, how easy it isto use, and how to improveit.

Who do vou think might use the program? The general public and grassroots organizations could greatly benefit
from such a program.

Would vour organization use the program? CBE staff generally use raw data from the agencies. However, if atruly
multimedia environmental information program could be made available that provides information on
environmental conditions at alocal neighborhood scale, it would certainly be beneficia

Suggestions on proceeding? Develop the program with community-based groups currently involved with.
environmental | SSUeS.



Getting into TRI once you have access to the internet

+ In the window, type in http://www.rtk.net

*
*

.

When the right-to-know webpage comes up, click on DATABASES

Click on ENVIRONMENTAL DATABASES (other databases provide information
on housing issues and campaign funding)

“The next window lists data by database subject and by the name of the database.
Under DATABASE NAME, click on TRI

Choosing a search method

There are many ways to define a search using RTKnet. Use the method that best answers
your question:

*

4

Use AREA SEARCH if you want to know about emissions within a certain
geographic boundary, like acity or azip code.

Use FACILITY SEARCH if you want to narrow in on a specific company. This is
a good way to find out about al the operations one company has. Because TRI
requires that your facility name be exact, be sure you have the full name. If you till
don’t find your facility, use other methods before giving up.

Use INDUSTRY SEARCH if you want to target a specific type of operations, such
as meta platers or refineries. All operations are given an SIC (standard industrial
classification) code. For example, SIC 2900 includes al refineries.

Use PARENT SEARCH if you want to fmd out how a company is related to others.
For example, use this method to find out what other companies DuPont owns.

Usc OFFSITE TRANSFER to determine where chemicals are going from a
company if they are not being emitted directly into the air, water, or soil. Many
times, a company with low emissions is sending thousands of pounds of
contaminated waste to treatment facilities.

While each of these categories may help you get your information faster, you can access
al this information on a facility from any of the search methods.



Narrowing down your request

Once you have determined the type of search you want to do, RTKnet will require you to
fill in the specific information you want. Not all of the following criteria are asked for
each method, so use the ones that are necessary for you:

¢

14
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State. This is the only parameter that is aways required. Specify the state where you
want to look up information. If you want to search the entire country, select “ALL”.
County. If you are looking within a county boundary, write in the full name.

Year. Information exists from 1987 to 1996. If you want to compare how a company
has reported over the years, select “AlL”". If you just want current emissons or a
specific year, choose the appropriate year.

Zip Code. If you only want facilities within a certain zip code, list it. Enter
information either for zip code or city, not both.

City. If you want to find facilities within a certain city boundary, list it, Enter
information either for city or zip code, not both.

Chemical. If you are interested only in one type of chemica emission, check the box
and you will be given the choice of chemicals. If you do not find the chemica you
are looking for, it may be under the scientific name.

Level of Detall. RTKnet alows you to choose high, medium, low, and summary
levels of detail. In the initial stages, a low level of detail is recommended. Once you
have found out the exact facilities you want to focus on, you can get more detall. This
is smply for easier sifting through many reports.

SIC Code. This is the classfication for type of industry that you are looking for. Use
the guide in RTKnet, or a separate SIC code list to narrow your search. Usualy, a
primary SIC is dl you need. If a factory falls within two types of manufacturing
operations, it is given more than one SIC.

Sort Order. Sort order alows you to choose how you want your records listed, for
example, by the biggest polluter first or other criteria

Output Type. “TEXT" is the default output. If you want to export the data to a
spreadshest file, you can choose “COMMA DELIMITED” or “ASCII”.

E-mall. If you have many searches, you can reduce your wait time by smply e-
mailing the response to yoursef and conducting new searches. The e-mail can take a
few hours to get to you, so be prepared to wait for it.

After you have input al the information necessary, click on Submit Query and wait until
your information has been downloaded. If you chose to get your information e-mailed to
you, you can continue doing other searches immediately. Check your e-mail for search
results.



4. Anayzing the data you receive

There are many ways of using the data you get. You will find that each facility is listed
with many different categories of release and different numbers. Some of the most
commonly used are identified in the example below. JP. Turgeon & Sons Inc. is one of
the facilities we found in conducting a search of al facilities in Bell Gardens, Los
Angeles.

Facility Nane: J. P. TURGEON & SONS | NC
Address: 7758 SCOUT AVE.
BELL GARDENS, CA 90201

county : LOS ANGELES Lat/iong: 33.942500 s 118.153333 (decinal

EPA | D. CADO08359523 TRI I D. 90201JPTRG7758S D&B Number: 008359523
@ public Contact: J.2. TURGEON JR  Phone: (213) 773-3105

Tech. Contact: J.P. TURGEON JR.  Phone: (213) 773-3105

Primary SIC: 3471 PLATING AND POLISHING
“@arent Conpany: NA D&B #: NA

Breakdown of rel eases and waste (by chemical) follows:

Chemical Nane: 1-TRI BETE

An IRIS revort for this chemcal is available.

CAS Number: 000071556 Name: J.. P. TURGEON & SONS INC.)

Maxi mum Anmount On Site: 10,000 - 99,999 LBS (Year: 1996)
(@) Amounts of releases and transfers-

Fugitive Ar © 16,200

Of-site Transfer: 1,200

Tot al 17,400

amounts of production-rel ated waste- -

Total Production-Related Waste : 17,400

Total Prod. Waste (fromlast year) : 23,100

Production Ratio: 0.95

Non- Production- Rel ated Waste : 0
Production-rel ated waste was managed by-
Rel ease On-site or Disposal Of-site : 16,200
Recycling Of-site 1,200,

1 Primary Contact: The owner of the company and their phone number

2. Primary SIC: The type of operation this factory has

3. Parent Company: Lets you know if it is owned by a larger operation

4, Year: |dentifies the year of the data

5 Chemical Name: The chemical being emitted. This facility only has one
chemical that it reports. If you click on the name of the chemical, you can get
information on the health hazards from exposure and how to protect yourself if
you work with this chemical.

6. Amounts of releases and transfers: This tells you how much of the chemicd is
being emitted. J.P. Turgeon only reports emissions to the air. Fugitive releases
are those from evaporation or wind blowing pollution. Stack releases mean those
from a combustion process. Off-gte transfer refers to contaminated wastes
transferred elsawhere for recycling or treatment.



When you have finished with your search, you can print out the information, do another
search, or get off the network.

*

PRINT ~ Be sure to check how long your information is. Depending on your search,
you may have 20 or 30 pages of information. Using the mouse, click the FILE
prompt in the upper left-hand comer of your screen. Scroll down to the word
PRINT and let go of the mouse button.

ANOTHER SEARCH - Using the mouse, click on the BACK button in the upper
left-hand comer of your screen. You can then fill in new information and do another
search. If you want to do another TYPE of search, click the BACK button again and
then you will have the choice of choosing any type of search.

EXIT —To get off the intemet, use the mouse to click on the FILE prompt in the
upper left-hand comer of your screen. Scroll al the way down to EXIT and then let
go. The program will automatically shut-down.

If you need additional help

If you have questions, there are many resources to assist you. You can cal CBE or the
RTKnet.

Communities for a Better Environment, Los Angeles (2 13) 486-5 114
TRI User Support Service (202) 260- 153 1
The Right to Know Network (202) 2348494




Person Interviewed

Méelody Dove
Concemed Citizens of South Central

Responsibility

Concerned Citizens of South Central (CCSC) was founded in 1985 to oppose the siting of the Lancer Waste
Incinerator. Remained in existence to address qudlity of life issues in the Vemon-Central community. This has
inchaded congtruction of affordable housing, zoning and land use, economic development, and jobs training. CCSC
is an Alameda Corxidor intake site and has a hazardous materials training program with job placement assistance to

trainees. Environmental component of the organization is the biggest. Just started a new program 1o train youth to
work in the environmental field.

Summary

tal information would be most 0 v ce to achieve its ? Today, CCSC collects
project-specific information on air quality and water quality. One of those projects right now is the Jefferson Middle
School t0 be built on 2 contaminated site and across the street from a Superfund site. They also have a childhood
lead poisoning prevention education program, so they collect information on industries that utilize lead. They also
collect information on possible presence of toxics in the housing in the commmity.

Can vou give some exammples of what micht this information be used for? Typically, for advocacy. To help

orgmﬁeconmmymaddressspxzﬁcmblemmdcmmdpmwdemchmalmm. Sometimes,
the information is used to lobby for policy or legidative change.

How do vou collect the information todav? Currently, they use the Internet, but they find it 2 cumbersome, time-
consuming process that doesn't always give them what they need. They recently wanted to get z listing of all the
Superfund sites in the commumity-it took them 1 1/2 days and they still didn't get what they wanted. They need the
information made available by zip code-this is very important Many times they search out hazardous waste
information on the Internet using the CalEPA and State Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) databases.
They do not feel that the databases are detailed enough or specific to their commumity. Often times, they end up
having to go to the DTSC office/library in Glendale and pay for the information.

They collect the information on an as-needed basis.

A listing and map of companies in theirthey fike to have.on the Internet?
cormmunity that use hazardous materials. Something showing what zoning classification the facilities are in and
how close they axe to residences. They would like cormmumity-specific air quality data on toxics-to know if on
certain days the air mmmmtion is worse and why.  For instance, does it depend on certain weather conditions?
Information on smog (ozone) levels is not that important to them,

i esentation? Give a lot of detail, but not just raw datz. Detail won't
un-npeopleoﬁandwmletﬂzemdotheuownevahanonandmveat&mrownconclnsmn. Avoid over-simplifying
and packaging. As it relates to hazardous materials, state what chemicals are stored or used, what is the corurnon
name, what are the known health effects, and what is the exposure risk at different distances from a facility?

Is the Interpet a good wav to deliver enGironméntal i t a

lot. They haveamonthlycomnnmtymenngwmcﬁ:cyrcpononﬂ:estateofﬂxecomzmty Recently, there was
a Prop 65 warning in the newspaper about 2 local company that was vsing lead. }t talked about what the exposure
risk was and that there might be dangerous levels of lead. There was no other information on the company, what
they did, their status, if they had an emergency response plan, etc. If they had access to a geographically specific
environmental information database, they could give the community information on the air quality in that area and
how far from the facility there might be risk of exposure.



Even though most people watch television it would not be the way to disseminated COmmunity-specific
environmental information on a regular basis and the information ‘would have to be “packaged,” Generaly, their
community wants detailed information. You could use public service announcements 0N television as away to
advertise the program, build awareness, and let people know that Intemet access is available at schools, adult
education facilities, libraries, etc.

Does_an Internet-based environmental information program need a staffed support Structure to assist users? During
the first few months, it might be good to get new users going and get some feedback on the web& e-is it easy to use,

is it meeting their needs, what suggestions would they make to improve. After that, telephone support staff should
not be-needed if the program is well designed with sufficient clickable functions and links that can get you what you
want without wasting time searching.

Does the environmental information need to be redl-time? Weekly or monthly average data is probably adequate—
under norma conditions, there is not going to be a change from safe to hazardous in afew hours. They are much
more interested in having a denser network of air quality monitors so that they have more community-specific
information.

Wha kéndoofibd be involved in promdegion lay gmplemetitaionyy e of interested
community-based organizations that are addressing environmental issues and public health organizations.

Suggestions on proceeding. (1) Make it user friendly and have users involved in the design (2) If assessments or
ratings appear in the program, disclose the method used to |abel something “ safe or unsafe” and who performed the
agsessment-govemment agency, industry, scientific panel. There is afair amount of distrust in the community
regarding environmental i SSUES.



Person Interviewed

LisaGritzner

L egislativeDeputy

Councilwoman Miscikowski, Council District 11
City of LosAngeles

Responsibility

In the context of environmental issues, it isthe Council’ s obligation to protect peopl€e’ s public health and safety that
may be threatened as a result Of environmental conditions; provide information tO constituents; represent

constituents and their concerns with the responsible agencies and ask hard quesnons to protect constiment's
interests; and serve as an advocate for policy and legislative changesto better protect people.

Summary

Wheat environmental information would be most useful to vour office to achieve jts goals? Their office responds t0
constituents calling to get information on the epidemiology associated with particular substances or environmental
contaminants; on the toxicity of particular substances; and on what other jurisdictions are doing to manage or
regulate these substances. Pesticides are an example. They currently cail responsible agencies for this information.
It would be heipful to be able to easily access a compilation of recent research or studies on such substances.

: t thi ? Recently, a contractor for 2 City
Recreauonandl’aﬂ:sprojectsaxdmeycouldnotsnpplyﬂ:esandspecxﬁedforaprojectbeauscnwasalmown
carcinogen and they did not want to be Liable. The Councilwoman's staff needed to find out if this was factual and
whaxtheacmalcaxcmogcmcnskxs,zfany,fﬂ:eCnymdstochangeﬁ;etypeofsandthansspeaﬁed,andwhat
are other cities doing? Another example is City use of pesticides and whether some or all are safe. It is important to

have a independent, objective source of information that may not always be available throngh City departments and
outside agencies.

; information to the eeneral ouhlic? Yes, but suggest that
somzhowthemfomanonshouldbelayuedmpmvxdcdaﬁercntlevelsofdmﬂ. Maybehaveanhmanztdmt:s

passwordacc&ssfolefmmmemphmwﬁedormch-onmdusmmdhasapohcydwelopmmtcompmmthn
people can comment on and contribute to. ‘Ihclnmctverswnwouldconmmmorcsnnple, straightforward
mfomaumthmdoem%reqmmhmmmmwwﬂmnmmgmbepmmdmaqumonmdm
fonnat,andofferalotoflmkstoothuwebsmzndoﬁxermofmfonnzuontogetqusuonsanswe:ed.
Information, not just data, needs to be provided through the Internet version and the information needs a context so.
that users can make 2 commection between environmental conditions and hnman health. However, don't make it too
smxphmeormdercsumatemm—besmethatﬂchanlmkmmorembsmnvemamﬂbychchngonabuttonlike
"Want to learn more about air toxics?" This could take users to 2 short, annotated list of research studies.

For a City the size of Los Angeles, educating the public on environmental issues can be very expensive and time
consuming-constantly doing presentations to community groups, sending out video wpes, sending out printed
material. Having an Intemet-based environmental information program could make this public education process
more cost-cffective.

as i 2 2 i jst neers? Maybe
prowdcstaﬂ'aq:pmtforastzmuppenodtoass;stmexpenencedusustrymgtonzvzcateusmgrheIntanet. The
‘need for this could be reduced if there was 2 good tutorial. Providing access to experts who could further explain
what the information on the website means could be a valuable addition to the program, but could be expensive to
provide and somewhat detracts from the purpose of the program. If individuals need help detemmining what
questions to ask or how to take the information and put it to use to affect change in their commmmmiss , provide links
to existing environmental advocacy organizations Or regulatory agencies that are atready mobilized and ready to
assist Guidance on how to use the information probably is not the function Of the information program



Does the environmental information need to be real-time? Just needs to be current enough to accurately depict
environment conditions and be able to look at trends. Information related to public health and safety emergencies
should, of course, be broadcasted using television, radio, and onsite officials.

Suggestions on proceeding. (1) Provide a telephone number on the website for non-English speaking users to
contact so that they can at |east access some form of enviromuental information.  If you don't speak English,
someone tells you that the water is bad and you come from country where the water is bad, you have to be able to
access some resource. It is very difficult to maintain websites in the City because of so many languages spoken
here. (2) Phase the start-up of the program-don’t be too ambitious with the initial deliverable. Be sure to couple the
start-up with alot of public outreach to tell people to check back as the program grows and the website expands. (3)
Clearly define your initial users and goals. Is it public education? Isit to provide better information to public
officials making - decisions? |s a repository for information on everything that is going on in the City that is
environmentally-related? It cannot meet everyone's needs.



Person Interviewed

Jack Petralia

Director, Bureau of Environmental Protection
Department of Environmental Health

County of Los Angeles Deparmnent of Health Services

Responsibility

The Department of Environment Health is part of Public Health Programs & Services under the Department of
Hedth Sevices Itisaregulatory body acting as the health officer for Los Angeles County (with the exception of
" Pasadena and Long Beach). Its responsibilities are divided into Consurner Protection and Environmental Protection,
as follows.

Consumer Protection
Conduerts health inspection programs for:

. Food purveyors (restaurants, vendors, ete.),

. Mult-unit housing,

o Instimtional facilities (hotels, motels, day schools, private schools, jails, probation camps, etc.),
. Wholesale food and milk processing facilities,

o Anima keepers (stables, kemmels, etc.), and

. Rodents and vector-bomme diseases.

Environmental Protection
Manages monitoring, regulatory, and reporting programs for:

e Water and om-site sewage systems, including regulation, inspection, and bacteriological/chemical
monitoring and source water assessments of water systems in unincorporated portions of County;
Groundwater well construction and closure;

Groundwater monitoring wells;

Recreation health, including all beaches, public swirnming pools, and apartment/botel swimming pools;
Ocean water monitoring in areas contiguous to the County—serves as repository for all City and County of
Los Angeles bacteriological monitoring data; )

Housing and associated infrastructure in the Angeles National Forest;
Cross-conmection water pollution control, ensuring that industrial waste water does not Nt the
domestic water supply;

Childhood lead poisoning prevention;

Noise poltution;

Radiological equipment (x-ray tubes) and facilities; and

Medical hazardous waste.

Acts as the Local Enforcement Agency for all solid waste facilities in the County, except the City of Los Angeles.
Summary

Proposed environmental information program would have no direct benefit t0 Environmental Protection. The
proposed program could provide alocation for Environmental Protection Staff t0 look up information for referrals or
to refer callers to a website for public information. The environmental information program Would acmually need
information that En- Protection assembles from inspection and monitoring activities.



Person Interviewed

Shirley Fannin MD
Director, Disease Control Programs
County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services

Responsibility

Pursuant to State public health law, Disease Control Programs is responsible for surveillance and control of
communicable diseases in Los Angeles County. Unit collects information on the distribution and determinants of
communicable diseases and performs program planning to decrease morbidity and mortality. It provides public
heglth education for the public and elected of fi ci al s and serves as public health liaison to counterparts at the State
and federal government level to create better information-exchange.

Summary

Proposed environmental information program would have no direct benefit to Disease Control Programs. The
proposed program could provide a location for Disease Control Programis staff to ook up information for referrals or
to refer callers to a website for public information, The environmental information program would actually need
information that Disease Control Programs assembles. Suggests that any proposed environmental information
program link to the website maintained by the Department of Health Services on disease control.



Person I nterviewed

James Alamillo
Beach Report Card Program
Heal the Bay

Responsibility

Heal the Bay (HIB) is a non-profit environmental organization focused primarily on water quality in the Santa
Monica Bay area, but also Los Angeles County and southern California coastal areas. Works to achieve goals of
fishable and swimmable waters consistent with the Clean Water Act. Uses advocacy, education, public outreach,
and volunteer programs to accomplish goals. Constituency includes anyone who uses the beach; swims, dives, or
fishes in coastal waters; or lives in an area that is connected to the beach by storm drains.

Summary

What ental information would be most 1o your office to achieve its goals? For HTB, monitoring data
torevxewreqmmmcntsthatagmasmnstﬁﬂﬁnandvenfvthemmegxtyofagtvenwaterbodyandthesummndmg
biology to determine if there is improvement or degradation. This incindes monitoring data on bacterial counts,
toxins,andmmicntlevels. HIBisalsobegimﬁngmgukwolvedmmﬁewing.damonmaminvmmbm&Sandﬁsh

in streams to help determine the health of the streambeds. For constituents, information on and dates of public

hmgrdemmmﬂmmMPMgwmmonmmme This
would help constituents better understand how to get involved.

Can vou give some examples of what might this information be used for? Primary exampie is preparation of Beach
Report Card based on bacterial monitoring data coliected by City and County of Los Angeles Sanitation Districts,
County Department of Health Services, and Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board. HTB takes the
monitoring data and, using criteria from various studies and législation, have put together the Report Card to provide
information in 2 format that the public can understand (e.g., A, B, C).

Another example might be the use of historical monitoring data on mutrients in Malibu Creek watershed. This could
be important background information to have when the NFDES pemmit for the Tapia Treatment Plant is up for
renewal. This information would help assess the nutrient-loading affect of cuxrent or proposed higher levels of
discharge on water quality.

The Beach Report Card only discloses water quality based on bacterial counts. HTB gets calls asking about toxins
in the water and it would be good to at least be able to teli callers what is present. HTB may not be able to assess
the health risk of swimming with cadmium, for example, in the water, but they could disclose it.

How do vou collect the information todav? Until recently, information came by mail or fax. That was fine when the
Beach Report was anpual. Nowitisweeklyandtheinfomaﬁonneedstocomvialmnetorm

Is the Inte 2 good wa i i I i general public? It is a great way, but can't be
'thconlyway Thmambmchgmsﬁmdon&hzvemmwmpnmsordontusempmﬁmametyof
reasons {economic, cultural, and educational) and HTB needs to get the informationto them. You need 2 multi-level
approach inciuding television, radio, newspaper, telephone, fax, surf and dive shops, etc.

If you use the Internet, you need to present/download information quickly to "grab the user.” For instance, you
should not design a website assuming that people have high speed phone lines. HTB staff recently went to 2
demonstration of another pilot website on California coastal water quality. It took 5 minutes to download the page.
Users will not wait that long. You also need to provide muitiple layers of data through clickable functions and links.

That way, you can provide the attractive, sxmple,andqmckcommummnonmadmuontomeeungthenwdsofmore
research- or detail-oriented users.

Does an Internet-based environmental information program need a staffed support structure to assist users? There
are different kinds of users. For the "committed"” users who want to know "How can I make a difference, how can I



Person Interviewed

Jim Sims, Information Services Director
John Cox, Deployment & Partnership Director
Southern California Association of Governments

Responsibility
The mission of the Southem California Association of Governments (SCAQG) is:

Leadership, vision and progress which promote economic growth, personal well-being, and livable communt'ties for
al Southern Califomians.

To be accomplished by:

« Developing long-range regional plans and strategies that provide for efficient movement of people, goods
and information; enhance economic growth and internationa trade; and improve the environment and
quality of life.

o Providing quality information services and analysis for the region.
o Using an inclusive decision-making process that resolves conflicts and encourages trust.
o Creating an educational and work environment that cultivates creativity, initiative, and opportunity.

Summary

General comueyds i al § i (1) By disclosing geographically specific
environmental information, you will display C|ty to-City i information which may make some citieslook “unhealthy”
and that could be a political problem. (2) You can't draw aline on a map to display Where certain environmental
conditions (e.g., air quality) exist-the edges are "fuzzy" and zones are approximate. The monitoring network is not
dense enough to get the kind of precision that GIS-type mapping (or queries by zip code) implies. (3) Program must
have avery clear user community and focus. (4) The easiest part isto put the information out there initially. The
hardest part isto maintain it. (5) The “keeper” of the website accepts a certain amount of responsibility for the
information and-given that environmental information may be subject to interpretation-this may put themin a
position of responding to different interpretations, and defending the information and its validity.

9 Information that is

conventiondly contal ned in envxronmcntal |mpact reports (EIRs) and mostly rel ated to u'ansportanon projects. EIRs
are the evaluative tool that SCAG uses when getting involved with projects.

SCAG is aso concerned about the environmental impact of regiona population growth and vehicle miles traveled
(VMT) growth. Information 0n effective deployments to cope with these pressures, including clean fuel and mass
transit programs, is useful. Without deployment measures there will be increased air quality problems.

Information on effective mitigation measureswould aso be very useful.

transportatlon arena focus ng on policy and Ieglslatlve issues related to mlemcnmnon of transportation programs.
They assist cities with problems that they may have related to projects (e.g., material disposal, runoff) and get
involved in the legidative process to help them SCAG gets involved in environmental issues when there is a
project context.

Having better information on proven, effective mitigation measures would contribute to better projects with reduced
impacts.

Information on well-designed regional projects that met key criteria Of regional significance and could serve as
models, say for livability and quality of life, would be very helpful t0 SCAG in promoting its goals.




Where do vou eet vour environmental information from currently? Agency and organization mailing lists,
workshops, EIRs, technical and research studies.

Is the Interneta way to deliver environmental info 1g the gen ublic? ‘Yes, Intermet use is becoming
increasingly common place throughout society with access through schools, adult education facilities, libraries,

public offices, and soon through the television. Very few people would not be able to utilize the program if they
wanted to.

The larger question is: Would it be used? Do people really care that much? Have attitudes changed about the
environment? Most environmental initiatives are in place, responsibilities are known by government and business,
and compliance is largely institutionalized. In the Los Angeles region, probably the most important public issue in
the next decade is going to be mobility. The program may cost a lot of money with no real user corroumity.

Maybe more important is that this tool might be misused. Protecting the environment is regularly used as a device

to achieve other unrelated objectives or to stall projects for non-eavironmental reasons. This environmental
information program will add to the misuse.

What should be the'level of detail and presentation format? Once you put something on the Internet you lose control
over who sees it and what they do with it. Provide summaries of detail with qualifications and/or disclaimers. Don't
sell the audience short-don't oversimplify. Just offer the data If you rate it or label it using anything other than
well-established, science-based standards, it is subjective and risks being prescriptive. Manyuserswillgetasmuch

detail as possible from your site and compare that to what is accessible on other sites. Look at higher end
automobile buyers who study technical reports and cross-compare.

quz.htznveandrequn&s;udccment. Spauaﬂydcpxcungﬂ:cmzpacmwouldnotmprovethcabﬂnytoevahata To
assess impacts would require that the program contain significance criteria or thresholds which the program
administrator would have to decide on-this may impose assumptions and values in the presentation of the
information which you probably don’t want to do. Furthermore, you would just be displaying raw impacts without
mitigation, which may not be the case. Also, without having a clear method to quantify the effect of the interaction

of impacts, you are not going to achieve a better evaluation using a program—you need to know bow much of a
combination of things is too much

Internet-based

dxlgned site does not needback-up staﬁng—not even for a start-uppenod. The mfomnnon provx should not
assume the role of helping users decide what they should be looking for, how they should approach issues, or help

them formulate their questions. The program should be viewed like the yellow pages-someone calls an initial
number and gets referred to other numbers.

Does the environmental information need to be real-time? The question is somewhat irrelevant~you are not going to
change monitoring schedules of agencies, so just disclose the frequency.

d utilize ? well-organized, € @ S i | Y accessible, c r e d i b | e environmental
information database on an as needed basis SCAG would also use it for information referrals for local jurisdictions
andconstiments.

Suggestions on proceeding. (1) Design the program far a target user or design multiple versions with different
subject matter for multiple users. Recommend that the program not be developed on the premise of trying to be all
things to all people. (2) Recognize that you are a player in a larger scheme of things-collaborate and link with other
initiatives. (3) Consider being a regional electronic directory or clearinghouse to other existing agency-maintained
websites. The directory listings could be annotated to assist the user in navigation. This would be a lot easier than

being an information repository, needing to develop shared data management standards for multiple agencies, and
performing regular data transfers.



make a change?’ you should provide contact information for them to talk to a real person that can give them

guidance. In fact, one of the best ways to make a difference isto get involved in the CEQA environmental review

process, know what is going on in on€'s city and the region, and “nip projects in the bud” if they are going to have an
adverse effect People may need to kuow, for instance, what the regulations are that cover existing/proposed
projects and operations and whether responsible patties are in compliance. For most people, however, they just
want to find out about beach clean-up days or how to dispose of household hazardous waste. A clickable
announcement page on upcoming events or acontact list of public agencies can handle this. This would help off-
load HTB staff by providing a good, up-to-date information resource that callers could be referred to.  Offering a
well-organized regional directory would be very valuable to serve as a clearinghouse for inquiries.

Does the environmental information need to be real-time? The deciding issue is cost-effectiveness. What
measurable benefit are you getting-in terms of better descriimg environmental conditions and the relationship to
human health-by spending the extra money to provide red time information Real time data instead of some sort of
. averagemay also beconfusing. As an example, bacteria counts taken at the same location at different times of the
day can be significantly different Do you want people to make decisions about what beach to go to based on a
single water sample taken in the morning?

The need for time-relevant data depends on what actions you are going to take based on the data. Most of the time,
it is better to provide trend information or information based on the average of alarge sample sire.

Sewage spills are a public threat and need a real-time response. This should be handled through established means,
not an environmental information program.

Suggestions on proceeding. (1) Know your users and target the program to that audience. Once you know this
determine their needs and work backwards.
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OBJECTIVE OF THE INVENTORY

The objective of the Statewide Coastd Monitoring Inventory database is to
compile dl the relevant information about coasta ocean monitoring programs which
currently exist within the State of California The intention is not to store and distribute
raw data generated by coastd monitoring programs. Rather, the intention is to compile
information about existing programs. The god is to create an inventory of which
agencies conduct ocean monitoring, where they sample, what they measure, and
ultimately how they andyze samples. Most importantly, where and how additiond
information (including raw data) can be obtained will be supplied for those individuas
who wish to pursue more details about specific programs.

PROGRAM INCLUSION CRI TERI A

Coastal monitoring in Cdifornia has a long history. Some programs are well-
defined while others may be more nebulous. Therefore, specific spatia, tempord,
parameter, and programmatic criteria were established to facilitate the credtion of a
complete inventory and efficient database. The criteria are:

(1) Spatial - Marine or estuarine waters of the state up to head of tide. Receiving
water monitoring information will be targeted:;

(2) Tempora - Multi-year, ongoing studies and historical studies of great
significance;

(3) Parameter - Water quality, water qudlity indicators, or other measurements
specificaly linked to water quality;

(4) Programmatic - Documented programs with established Quality Assurance Project
Plans (QAPP), and publicly avallable data.

Additiona information beyond these criteria may be included in this database, but
are not required. For example, it may be of interest in some regions to include
monitoring programs that discharge in freshwater because of their proximity to estuarine
waters (i.e, San Francisco Bay/Delta). Similarly, effluent monitoring may be included in
the inventory, but is not required. However, the additiona effluent information may be
useful for evaluating those programs making comparisons ‘between emissons and
linkages with recelving water measurements.
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LEVELS OF DETAIL

This database has been designed with three distinct tiers. Each tier incorporates a
stepwise increase in detail and specificity of monitoring elements. The degree of

specificity regarding monitoring elements are tied to the information return from database
gueries. These levelsinclude:

(1) Tier | - Narrative program level information;
(2) Tier Il - User definable program level information;

(3) Tier Il - User definable station level tiormation.

Tier | congsts of approximately two pages of general program tiormation
including a short abstract The goal of Tier | is to provide a broad description and relative
location of individuad monitoring programs. Names and addresses will be provided for

monitoring program contacts. Figure 1 provides an outline of what types of information
will be included in Tier I.

Tier 11 includes dl of the information in Tier | (in a compartmentalized form of
Tier 1), but aso includes additiona program information al within a relational database
dructure. In this way, the database can be queried for the information in numerous ways
such as by region, by type of discharge, or by type of media or test parameter. One can
then use the query output to compare monitoring elements across programs. Figure 2

details the database design including fields of interest and relationa fields for which to
build queries.

Tier Il includes dl of the information in Tier Il (in a compartmentalized form of
Tier 1), but also includes additional information about individual sampling sites all
within a relational database structure. In this way, the database can be queried in
numerous ways such as where individual measurements made. Unlike Tiers | and 11,
input of station level information for Tier I is optional

PROGRAM ELEMENTS
Tier |
Figure 1 describes the eements which will be included in Tier | descriptions of

coastal monitoring programs. Elements include genera information and abstract,

parameters, methods, and data storage. This information can be available as output from
the database in a predefined output report form.




Tier 11

Figure 2 describes the eements which will be included in Tier Il inventory of
coastal monitoring programs. The elements will be woven into seven database tables.
These tables include tbiProgram, tbIPrograminfo, tblFacility, tblParameters, tblStations,
tblContact, tblReferences. The tblProgram will be the master table which will inventory
singular program information such as program descriptors, start and end dates, abstracts,
and data availability. The tbIProgramInfo will contain the spatiad and geographic regions
for each program. The tblFacility will provide the discharge information such as type of
discharge, receiving water type, NPDES Number, and flow. The tblParameters will
inventory the methodological and indicator information such as type of media, type of
test, type of parameters, analyticad methods and detection limits. The tblStations will
(where avallable) inventory the latitude, longitude, and datum for each station sampled
by a monitoring program. The tblContact will list the contact personnel information
including street and e-mail addresses plus phone and fax numbers. The tbIReferences
will include important documents specific to each program. Field descriptions and
congtrained lists of field entries are provided in Appendix A. There are 11 look-up tables

(identifiable by the “Iu™ prefix) which maintain constrained lists of data entries for their
respective fields within the inventory database.

SOFTWARE

The current database was compiled in Microsoft™ Access 97. This
documentation assumes readers are familiar with this software.

DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS

There are several methods which can be utilized to enter data to this database.
Appendix B contains a data entry form which can be used to survey the necessary data for
Tier | and Tier 1l requirements. Appendix A, which lists al of the database fields and
descriptions, also contains data entry instructions. This can be utilized by data entry

personnel operating in Access 97 record editor, or some other compatible software
format.




Figurel. Tier | datareporting scheme.

GENERAL INFORMATION AND ABSTRACT
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Test Matrix:
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METHODS
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DATA STORAGE

Data Available:
Database Description:
URL:

References:




Figure 2. Relational database structure in Tier IL
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List of AB1429 Database Tables

‘@abidZSﬂ : Database

ST b e

TMT B Gt | o | W e | e | e |

2t s {1 A e e ke B et i o

T estMedia

luTestType
thiContact

B wiFaciliy
tbiParameters
BiPrograminfo
thiProgsams
thiReferences

Qe ]
List of valid variables Iot tbiPrograminfo as of 3724/98 . -
Lookup Table for Analptical Methods in thiPacameter ="
Lookup Table for sampling Frequency in thiPasameters THew
Lookup Table for Habitat Type in thiStations -
Lookup Table for Parameter in thiPatameters
Lookup Table for Parameter Type in thiPatameters
Lookup information for Program Variables in thiPrograminfo
Lookup Table for Sampling Methods in thiPasameters
Lookup Table for Study Tepe in thiPrograms
Lookup table for Test Matrix in thiParameters
Lookup table for Test Media in thiParameters
Lookup table for Test type in thiParameters
Data table fa contacts information
Data table for NPDES fac#ities information
Data table for Parmeters
Data table for vasiable program information table. See
Main data table containg major program information
Datatableforﬂefetmdomﬁsamfmahmfumema
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tblProgram

FIELD NAME FIELD [ DESCRIPTION DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS
TYPE
ProgramiD TEXT |Unique alphanumeric identifier - This field is used to link the main
primary key field program information. Prefix of
SC=80CA, NC=NoCA, SF=San Fran
ProgramDescriptori TEXT ‘Mgnitoring Program Titie j Main title of the program, if NPDES or
WDR program, use: SMP for self
monitoring program
ProgramDescriptor2 | TEXT |Alternate Description Altermnate title of the program if
| available, otherwise leave blank
PermitNumber | YES/NO INPDES record identifii Is this program an NPDES permit?
ConductingAgency TEXT | Name of Agency/Organization If multiple agencies are involved, try to
Iconductiong the program identify the lead agency.
FundingAgency TEXT |Name of Agency/Organization funding | If multiple agencies are involved, try to
the program identify the lead agency.
Principallnvestigator TEXT | Principal Investigator of the Program | Name of the person - leave blank if

unavailable

StudyType TEXT {Type of study |Data entry options limited to the
contents of the tbiStudyType. NPDES:
federal gov., WODR: state, both: federal

| Igov.

StartDate i DATE |Start date of program or Permit | f date is unknown, enter 1/1/1890

EndDate DATE |End date of program or Permit. Leave l If date is unknown, enter 1/1/1 990
blank if program is on-going

|CurrentYearBudget NUMBER Program budget, if available

LongTermFunding TEXT |De you have a tong term funding YES/NO/UNK
commitment?

CurrentStations NUMBER [Number of applicable stations currently| Total number of applicable stations,
being Total monitored regardiess of what's monitored at the

|station.

HistoricalStations NUMBER ‘Number of applicable stations i Total number of applicable stations,
measured during the historical period [regardless of what's monitored at the
of the study station.

QAPlan MEMO |Description of QA plan i

DatabaseDescription MEMO ]Tlext of database description ]Is; example in Database Description

| !

DataAvailable I TEXT {ls data available to the public? YES/NO/UNK

Comments | TEXT |Any pertinent comments for this record| Limited to 255 characters

&s‘lrac\ ! MEMO | Summary abstract for thii program. See example in Abstract

URL i TEXT |ud for the program/conducting agency,

' if available
Parameter MEMO | List of all parameters analyzed |Narrative field of parameters for all
‘ (media. Optional

Sampling Methods | MEMO |List of all sampling methods used Narrative field of sampling methods fof,

| all media. Optional

Analytical Methods i MEMO iList of ail analytical methods used (Narrative field of analytical methods for
| lall media. Optional

Appendix A1




tbiPrograminfo

FIELD NAME FIELD {DESCRIPTION DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS
TYPE
ProgramiD | TEXT {Unique alpha-numeric identifier -
' {primary key field
ProgramVariable TEXT 1use individual geographicat and
isamplinginformationvariable
DescriptorValue TEXT | appropriate value for

lProgramVariabIe

Appendix Al




tbiFacility

TEXT’ |Agency name
|

FIELD NAME FIELD [DESCRIPTION |DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS
TYPE ’ |
ProgramiD TEXT jUnique alpha-numeric identifier - IFieldthat connects data from this table
primary key field 110 the datain thiProgram
Agency (If different from Conducting Agency in

[tbiPrograms

NPDES Permit Number

|\ TEXT RNF"DES permit number

/Should all start with "CA"

| water bodies

OrderNumber | TEXT (Order numberthat appears on the !
| |permit. '
Facllity i TEXT /Facility name [Obtained from Regional or State
| ! Control Board databases
FacilityCity | TEXT !
[FacilityType [ TEXT [type of facility Three letter code from Regional or
! State Control Board databases
Dischargel.ocation I MEMO
DesignFiow NUMBER |
UnitOfFlow | TEXT |
Wastype1 | TEXT |typeof discharge Seven letter code from Boards
Wastype2 TEXT |type of discharge Seven |etter code from Boards
TreatmentType TEXT ! | Primary, Secondary, Tertiary
SequenceNumber | NUMBER | Code of discharge order into receiving |Two numbered Code from Boards

TEXT [Type of receiving water,ex: bay

[Three lettered code from Boards

TEXT |Name of receiving water

[Name found in Boards database

TEXT |Major or minor

[Class given by Boards

NUMBER |industry code

|Code given by Boards
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tbiParameters

[FIELD NAVE i FIELD fDESCRIPTION iDATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS
: TYPE | i
[ProgramiD TEXT_,‘ Unique alpha-numeric identifier - i Field that connects data from this table
. iprimary key field to the data in tol ram
'NumStations INUMBER 'total number of stations for this dataset | number of stations for the parameter
'\ i being described in this record for all
TestMedia
StationiD T TEXT | Station code used by the program for .'f no station codes are available, leave
\ .'I'er 3 data entry | blank
[Frequency [ TEXT sampling frequency jData entry options limited to the
| , .contents of the tbiFrequency.
TestMedia TTEXT ;T&stmedia tested. analyzed, Data entry opt:ons limited tothe
!
- ‘jmeasured, counted, monitored or other contents of the bl TestMed
! iapplicable
[ TestMatrix T TEXT Subsetof TestMedia - not applicable to |Data entry options limited to the
| ‘all TestMedia _ contents of the tbiTestMatrix___ |
TestType | TEXT |Subset of TestMedia and TestMatrix |Data entry options limited to the
! ' icontents of the thiTestType__________|
[ParameterType i TEXT |General Category of Parameter Data entry options limited to the
: measured |contents of the thiParameterType____|
Parameter ; TeX)  jparameter measured Data entry options may be limited to the|
| contents of the tbiParameter,
'MediaNumStations TNUMBER Tnumber of stations for this parameter
Ifor this particular media
SamplingMethodCode I TEXT ]Code used for sampling method {Data entry options limited 1o the
R | - ) jcontents of the thiSamplingMethods___ |
AnalyticalMethodCode TEXT  |Analytical method used for this |Dataentryoptxonshmnedtothe
parameter jeontents of the tbiSamplingMethods___|
MinMDL UMBER' [minimum observed mdl | minimum observed value for the entire
jrange of the program or permit duration
! | for thii parameter
MaxMDL. | NUMBER Imaximum observed mdl maximum observed vaiue for the entire
| | range of the program or permit duration
i for_this parameter
MDLComments i MEMO |Description of MDL for this specific Inarratwemfoaboutmdl units if
' | record
———————R,

different from standard unlts_l.
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tbiStations

FIELD NAME FIELD ,ZDEER"’TION - DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS
" TYPE '
[ProgramiD TEXT Unique alpha-numeric identfier - Field that connects data from this table |
| primary key field to the data in thiProgram
StationiD TEXT Station code used by the program "I no stations codes are available, leave
blank
StationName TEXT Name of the Statonn ~~ = 7777 Name of the Station
Descriptor TEXT _Stationde scription availsble
Latitude TEXT ddd.mm.ss choose this format or the other format -
degress + decimal minutes
Longitude "TEXT dddmm.ss choose this format or the other format -
. . ‘degress + decimal minutes
LatitudeDegrees TEXT ‘Latitude Degrees -choose this format or the other format -
- ddd.mm.ss
L atitudeMinutes TEXT ‘latitude decimal minutes choose this format of-tﬁeuaﬁieﬁo—rﬁar:
e e == S ddd.mmss _
LongitudeDegrees TEXT  Longitude Degrees choose this format or the other format -
‘degress + decimal minutes
LongitudeMinutes . TEXT .Longitude decimal minutes ‘choose this format or the other format - |
. degress + decimal minutes :
Datum TEXT Datum used for the lat/longs provide in i Optional T
\this record B
HabitatType TEXT ,Type of habitat from tblHabitat .
SamplingDate DATE/TIM ifor Tier 3 In order for to use this field Tor Tiir 3,
t E this field has to be associated with
o tbiParameters
TestMedia In order to use thii field for Tier 3, this

"TEXT forTier3

field has to be associated with
tbiParameters. Also, the NumStation
field in tbIParameters needs to be
broken down to individual station,
assign appropriate Station ID, and
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thiContact

FIELD DESCRIPTION

DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS

FIELD NAME
TYPE
ProgramiD “TEXT  Uniqus alpha-numenc igentmer - Field that connects Gata rom this table |
) primary key field to the data in tblProgram

Agency TEXT Agency name If different from Conducting Agency in

. _lPrograms
ContactPerson _TEXT Confacdt. Peson N- " Last name:first name
Title T T _TEXT _Title of Person B ""ifavailable”
Steet  mm..__ - .. TEXT strestaddress ~ "~ T T T T T S
city - TEXT Oty e 3 -
State " - | TEXT State Popefuily aliCA " __
ZinCode TEXT Zip Code - reTEeTTTTT
[ContactPhone Number Phone number TR T
Fax Fax number Ty -
|[EMail_ email address
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tbiReferences

FIELD NAME

FIELD DESCRIPTION
TYPE

: DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS

[ProgramiD

Reference

TEXT  Unique alpha-numeric identifier -
_ primary key field

Fiid that connects data from this table
ito the data in tbiProgram

MEMO -Reference

i enter all references in one text file

Appendix Al




APPENDIX B

Data Entry/Survey Form



Program Station Information

Monitoring Inventory Data Request Form

For details on how to fill out the fields on this form see the attached
explanation sheet.

The information can be submitted in whatever format is convenient,
such as tables, lists, matrices, etc.

information Requested

=

. Station ID

N

. Station Name

w

Descriptor

4. Latitude

5. Longitude

6. Datum

7. Habitat Type

8. lest Media

9. Test Matrix

10. Test Type

11. Parameters

12. Sampling Methods

13. Analytical Methods



EXPLANATION OF FIELDS FOR PROGRAM STATION INFORMATION DATA ENTRY SHEET

The station information can be submitted in whatever format is convenlent, such as tables, lists, matrices, etc.
The {ist should contain as much of the information requested as possible.

INFORMATION DESCRIPTION DATA ENTRY INSTRUCTIONS

1. |Station ID Station code used by the program If applicable

2. |Station Name Name of the Station if applicable

3. |Descriptor Station description If available

4. JLatitude degrees, minutes, seconds or decimal degrees It available

5. Longitude degrees, minutes, seconds or decimal degrees If available

6. patum Datum used for the lat/longs provided in this record. |If available
The geographical datum station latitude-longitudes
are based on (e.q. NAD27 or NAD82)

7. Habitat Type The habitat type at the station location. Offshore, If available.
shoreline, mudflat, etc.

8. Test Media Media tested, analyzed, measured, counted, Marine waters, estuarine waters, sediments,
monitored at the station tissue, biota, effluent, etc.

9. |Test Matrix This is a subset of the test media - not applicable to |Dissolved or particulate, total (for water),
all test media porewater, test species, elutriate, etc.

110.] Test Type |'Chemical analysis, abundance, flow, bioassay,

hioaccumulation, physical analysis, etc.

Summary Descriptions

11.[Parameters List the parameters sampled
12.|Sampling Methods Sampling methods used This can be a summary description.
13. |Analytical Methods Analytical methods used This can be a summary description. Include

MDL ranges if possible.




General Program Information

Monitoring inventory Pate Request Form

For details on how to£l| out the fields on this form see the attached explanation sheet.
The information can ) submitted in whatever format is convenient,

such as tables, lists, matrices, etc.

Information Requ esfe d

1. Program Namk

2. Conducting Apency

3. Funding Ageﬂ:cy

4. Study Type

|
5. Principal Investigator

o

Start Date

i
\

~N

End Date

8. Current Year E?udget

9. Long Term Fubding

10. Current Stations

11. Historical Stations

12. QA Plan

13. Data Available;

14. Program Contéct

15. Abstract

16. URL
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agencv Region 9 Water ity Monitoring Pro S—

Los Angdes and Southern Cdlifornia Region

On July 7, 1999, a conference cal occurred involving Joel Pedersen, Monitoring and Assessment
Office, Water Division, USEPA Region 9, and Wienke Tax, EMPACT Coordinator, Office of
Strategic Planning and Emerging Issues, USEPA Region 9, and Christopher L. Patton &
Associates. The purpose of the conference call was to obtain information on water quality
monitoring programs in the Los Angeles and Southern California region in which USEPA
Region 9 was involved. The fact sheets contained in this appendix describe current initiatives
and were provided by Mr. Pedersen based on the conference call:

« EMAP Western Pilot Study in USEPA Region 9

o« EMAP Western Pilot - Coastal Program

« EMAP Western Filot - Surface Waters Program

« EMAP Western Rilot - Landscape Assessment

« EMPACT Beach Project - Pilot West Coast Beach Hedlth Website

USEPA Region has also participated, providing input on sampling design, in the 1994 Southern
California Bight Pilot Project coordinated by the SCCWRP. SCCWRP led a consortium of 13
organizations in conducting the first integrated, coordinated regional monitoring survey for the
Southern California Bight. This survey included measurement of chemistry, toxicity, benthic
infauna, and fish assemblages at 261 sites between Point Conception and the Mexican boarder.
The regionad monitoring study is scheduled to occur every four (4) years.

Contained in this appendix is a list of reports completed and in preparation for the Bay Protection
and Toxic Cleanup Program, State Water Resources Control Board, State of California. Mr.
Pedersen aso provided this. The document states:

The BPTCP started the task of identifying toxic hot spots and planning for their cleanup
in 1990. The reports listed include many of the documents developed while the program
was just getting underway as well as reports on all of the monitoring data collected to
date. The BPTCP has also completed many reports on tasks leading up to development
of regiona and consolidated toxic hot spot cleanup plans.



Western EMAP Pilot Study in USEPA Region 9

Background, The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) created the Environmental
Monitoring and Assessment Program (EMAP) to develop tools necessary to monitor-and assess the status
and trends of national ecological resources. EMAP's god is to develop the scientific understanding for
trandaing environmental monitoring data from multiple spatial and temporal scales into regional-scale
assessments Of ecological condition. EMAP’s core objective is to develop and demonstrate survey
designs and ecologicd indicators that will produce unbiased estimates of the condition of selected
ecological resources and comparative ranking of anthropogenic stressors to resources.

Beginning in 1999, EMAP is embarking on a five-year effort to demongtrate the application of core

monitoring and assessment tools across a large geographical area of the western United States. The
EMAP Western Pilot Study will encompass the states of USEPA. Regions 8,9 and 10 (i.e, Alaska,
Arizona, Cdifornia, Colorado, Hawaii, 1daho, Montana, Nevada, North Dakota, Oregon, South Dakota,
Utah, Washington, Wyoming). The Western Pilot Study was designed to determine the condition of
ecologica resources in the western United States, and to identify Stressors associated with the
degradation of these resources.

Components. EMAP Western Pilot Study assessment efforts include three core components. coastal
(estuaries and off shore watg?, surface waters (streams and rivers) and landscapes. A probability-based
sampling gpproach will be used to monitor the ecologica condition of coastd and surface waters. The
landscapes component will make use of remotely sensed imagery and utilize a census approach. All
three components will produce regional-sceleassessments of ecological condition. Two specia focus
areas in Region 9. have been sdected for more intensive monitoring and assessment. These are coastal
watersheds in Northern and Southern California.

Coastal waters — The overal objective of the coasta portion of the EMAP Western Pilot Study isto
assess the ecological condition of estuarine and offshore waters of the Pacific Coast States (including
Alaska and Hawaii). This will be accomplished by monitoring water column quaity, sediment chemistry
and toxicity, and benthic invertebrate and fish community structure. In Region 9, we are coordinating
our efforts with the States of Californiaand Hawaii.

Surface waters — Perennial rivers and streams will be monitored for indicators of pollutant exposure and
habitat condition in Arizona, California and Nevada. These indicators include agquatic

macroinvertebrate, fish and periphyton assemblages, water quality, physical habitat structure and riparian
condition. Associations between anthropogenic stressors and habitat condition will be sought. In Region
9, we are coordinating our efforts with the States of Arizona, California and Nevada.

Landscapes - |andscape conditions will be assessed using a variety of indicators generated in a
geographic information system from spatial data derived from satellite imagery and other data sources.
Results of the assessment should help environmental managers target those areas where aquatic resource
conditions appear most vulnerable to decline based on watershed-scale, landscape conditions. We
anticipate collaboration with U.S. Geologicd Survey, U.S. Forest Service, Natura Resources
Conservation Service and Bureau of Land Management

Further Information. For further information, please contact Janet Hashimoto at (415) 744-1933 or
hashimoto.janet@epa.gov. Separate fact sheets are available that provide more specific information on
the Western EMAP components. General information on the USEPA Environmental Monitoring and
Assessment Program is available at www.epa.gov/emap.



EMAP Western Pilot - Coastal Program in Region 9

Background. The EMAP Western Pilot is a five-year effort led by EPA’s Office of Research and
Development to advance the science of ecosystem health monitoring and to demonstrate the
application of core tools from EMAP in monitoring and assessment. It is intended to demonstrate
the value of survey-based monitoring by applying these techniques to problems of Regional and
State interest. The overall objective of the coastal portion of the EMAP Western Pilot is to create
an integrated comprehensive coastal monitoring program along the West Coast (including Alaska
and Hawaii) to assess estuarine condition.

Indicators. Estuarine conditions are typically assessed through the use of biological indicators
such as benthic community structure, fish community analysis, and the incidence of disease or
other pathologies in fish. The presence of stressors is evaluated by assessing water quality
parameters, sediment contamination and toxicity, and the presence of contaminants in fish tissue.
The core EMAP coastal indicators are listed below.

EMAP Coastal Indicators

Water Column Sediments Fish and Invertebrate Trawls
Dissolved Oxygen Grain size Community structure

Salinity, temperature, depth Total organic carbon Extemal pathology

pH Sediment chemistry Tissue analyses

Nutrients, Benthic community structure

Chlorophyll Sediment_toxicity

Schedule. The first year's effort (1999) involves the small estuarine systems in the States of
California, Oregon and Washington. In 2000, Coastal EMAP will focus on the large estuarine
systems such as Puget Sound and San Francisco Bay (2000). In 2001 the plan is to study the
estuarine of Alaska and Hawaii. In 2002, Coastal EMAP will sample the offshore areas of the five
Pacific Coast States (CA, OR, WA, AK, HI) in conjunction with the National Coastal Monitoring
Initiative.

In California, EMAP and Region 9 are working with a consortium of agencies involved in the
development of California’s Coastal Monitoring Strategy. These include the State Water
Resources Control Board (State Board), six Regional Water Quality Control Boards (North Coast,
San Francisco, Central Coast, Los Angeles, Santa Ana, San Diego), the Southern California
Coastal Water Research Project (SCCWRP), the San Francisco Estuary Institute (SFEI) and the
California Department of Fish and Game (DFG). One of the goals of the project is to assist the
State of California in the implementation of their statewide coastal monitoring strategy by dealing
with issues of statewide data comparability and information management. Sampling of small bays
and estuaries of California is scheduled to begin in the summer of 1999. Planning for sampling of
San Francisco Bay in the year 2000 has already begun. Region 9 staff have begun initial
discussions with Hawaii's Department of Environmental Health to begin planning for efforts in
2001.

Products.

« Estimates of estuarine and coastal conditions for the west coast
« Indices of estuarine condition for the west coast
« Standardized data transfer formats for sharing estuarine and coastal data

Contact. Those interested in learning about Region 9's Coastal EMAP efforts should contact Mr.
Terry Fleming at (415) 744-1 939 or fleming.terrence@epa.gov. Please visit the
http://www.epa.gov/emap for information on EMAP.




EMAP WESTERN PILOT FACT SHEET -Surface Waters Program In Region 9

BACKGROUND

The surface water component of thé USEPA Environmental Monitoring and A ssessment Program (EMAP)
Western Filot is a five-year effort to assess the ecological condition of rivers and streams across 12 states in the
Western United States. EMAP is designed to monitor indicators of pollutant exposure and habitat condition, and
seek associations between human related stressors and ecological condition. A probability based survey design is
employed in which sites are randomly selected to eliminate potential bias and to make estimates of condition over
defined geographical areas.

In EPA Region IX, EMAP will le streamsin Arizona, California and Nevadafor four yearsto produce
statewide estimates of condition.Rer both Arizona and Nevada, a total of 50 sites/state will be monitored over
four years. Two intensive study in California will also be sampled to address more specific issues of
impairment and condition. In california, the two intensive study areas are the coastal watersheds in the North
Coast, from the Oregon border to Tomales Bay, and the South Coast, from Point Conception to the Mexican
border. Each intensive study will have a total of 160 sites over the four-year period. Another 50 sites will be
distributed among the remaining ar¢a of California over four years. For &l study areas except the Southern
California intensive study area, only the perennial streams will be monitored. In Southem California, both
perennial and non-perenmial will be sampled.

INDICATORS .
Biological and water chemistry indicator measurements provide characteristics of the environment by
characterizing the habitat attribute and/or quantifying the level of stress. Core indicators (Tier 1) will be

completed at all sites, while Tier 2 and 3 indicators may be added depending on local importance and resource
avallability.

Tier 1 (Core) Tier2 Tier3

Physical habitat structure | Fish tissue chemistry/toxics Bacteria

Conventional water quality parameters i | Sediment metabolism Riparian birds

Macroinvertebrate assemblage " | Sediment chemistry Amphibians

Fish assemblage | Sediment toxicity Biomarkers

Periphyton assemblage i | Water column toxicity

Ripari ion
SCHEDULE |
Field Sampling begins in spring} er 2000 and continues through 2004. Sites will be visited prior to each year
of field sampling to ascertain ow ip and physical access status. The first year’s site evaluations will take
place in fall 1999.
PRODUCTS

o Estimates of condition for wadeable streams on astate-level and for intensive study areas.
Estimates of the % stream miles having desirable condition

Support for biocriteria development.

Strengthen stat& wide water-quality and biological assessments.

| dentification of reference conditions.

. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
EPA strongly supports partnerships with public and private stakeholders. Partners are encouraged to participate
by providing site access information, supplement& the monitoring effort (i.e., add on other indicators or sample
analyses), contributing financial or Tesources, and supplying input and feedback during data analysis. For
further information, please contact Cindy Lin at (415) 744-1965 or lin.cindy@epa.gov. Please visit
J/www.epa.gov/ b.htm for information on EMAP projects in the nation.




EMAP Western Pilot - Landscape Assessment in Region 9

Background. The USEPA Environmental Monitoring and Assessment Program (EMAP) is undertaking
afive-year effort to assess landscape conditions relating to agquatic resources across a 12-state area of the
Western United States. Landscape conditions will be assessed on areas ranging in size from small
watersheds (a few hundred hectares) to entire basins (several million hectares). This landscape
assessment will be conducted jointly by the USEPA. Office of Research and Development and USEPA
Regions 8,9 and 10. Initia efforts in Region 9 will focus on subregional areas in coastal northern and
southern California to dlow integration with the intensive survey monitoring conducted by coastal and
surface water components of EMAP. Results of the assessment should help environmental managers
target those areas where aquatic resource conditions appear most vulnerable to decline based on
watershed-scale, landscape conditions.

Landscape Indicators. The landscape assessment approach involves the analysis of spatial patterns in
biophysical features (e.g., soils, topography, climate, vegetation, land use, drainage pathways) and
quantification of associations between those patterns and indicators of aguatic resource condition.
Landscape indicators are measures, indices or models describing the condition of an ecosystem or one of
its critica components, and may reflect biological, chemical or physical attributes of ecological
condition. Examples include extent of riparian zones, upland erosion potentia, population distribution,
total impervious area, and nutrient loading potentia- Landscape indicators will be generated in a
geographic information System (GIS from Spatial data derived from satellite imagery and other data
sources. Paired watershed studies wi3l be conducted in the intensive study aress (i.e,, northern and
southern California) to establish linkages between |landscape pattern and aguatic resource condition. By
understanding these linkages, and apptying that knowledge across a spatially-continuous landscape
database, the potential condition of aguatic resources can be assessed in areas where no field samples
exist. Additionaly, the degree to which landscape condition and other stressors contribute to observed
aquatic conditions will be determined. Watersheds where aquatic resources appear most vulnerable to
decline can be targeted for future protection or additional research by land management agencies.

Schedule. The Western EMAP landscape assessment will be implemented in a phased approach. Phase
| (1999-2000) involves the assembly of aquatic and landscape data, landscape indicator development and
calculation, and aquatic resource/landscape indicator quantification in eight geographic areas across the
westernU.S. During Phase 11 (20014+2002), aquatic resource/landscape indicator relationships will be
quantified in additional areas where aquatic responses to landscape pattern are hypothesized to differ
from those of the sites in the first phase. During Phase 111 (2002-2003) landscape indicators will be
quantified across the entire western U.S. and the potential risks to aquatic resources analyzed.

Products.

o West-wide coverages of remotely sensed and other spatial data

o Landscape assessment of western U.S.

o Quantification of linkages between landscape pattern and aquatic resource condition
o Computer landscape assessment tools

Further Information. For further information, please contact Joel Pedersen at (415) 744-1950 or
pedersen.joel@epa.gov. Generd information on landscape assessment is available at
www.epa.gov/crdlvweb/land-sci/home2 htm.



EACT SHEET

EMPACT Beach Project - Region 9

I. PROJECT OVERVIEW

Regional Project Title: Pilot West Coast Beach Health Website

Reglonal Objectives:
Facilitate public access to shoreline bacteriology information in an easily understood

format

o Provide effective tools for communicating, interpreting and applying enviromnental data
and information

. Establish partnerships with States and communities to ensure that the information is

useful and timely for families and communities

. Develop a framework that communities can work within, but that will dso provide the
ability to aggregate information on a local, regional, and nationa scale

. Expand project to northern California in FYOO

Regional Description: EPA Region 9 includes over 4,400 miles of shordline including some of
the most visited beaches in the nation. Cdifornia has the longest coasthne of the conterminous
states, and Los Angeles area beaches alone receive over 85 million visits per year. Coastal
tourism and recreation are vital to the region’s coastal states with these industries contributing
over $10 hillion annualy the economy of Region 9 States.

Although the California coasthne is a prime tourist and recreation destination, beach-goers have
little access to time-relevant beach health information. Information about the current bacterial
quality of bathing waters is not typicaly provided to the public in a timely manner and in form
they can understand. Although a few non-profit organizations have attempted to characterize
chronic beach hedth conditions, no concerted effort exists to provide time-relevant information
to the public.

Bathing in waters contaminated by fecal bacteria can result in a number of illnesses including
sore throats, gastroenteritis, meningitis, and encephalitis. Pathogenic organisms are introduced
into nearshore waters by sewage spills and urban runoff. The timely provison of shoreline
bacteriology data to the beach-going public can help reduce exposure to water-borne pathogens
at bathing beaches.

Phase | of Region 9's EMPACT project has focused on developing a prototype beach health
website to provide public access to shordline bacteriology data in the greater Los Angeles
metropolitan region. Wastewater dischargers and public heath agencies are participating by
providing monitoring data to allow display of beach hedth information on the Internet. Local
partners are taking ownership of the project, ensuring the project’s success and sustainability.
Project partners and stakeholders are playing a significant role in interpreting the monitoring
data.



During FY99 and FYOO we plan to initiate Phase Il of Region 9's EMPACT project. Phase I
consists of transferring the technology devel oped for the prototype website to other Region 9
EMPACT cities. We intend to expand the geographic coverage of the website by engaging
prospective project partners in the San Diego and San Francisco Bay aress.

Regional Highlights: Much progress has been made in the development of the prototype
website. A series of productive design meetings with key stakeholdersin Orange County
dlowed us to quickly agree on the format of the website, Standard data transfer protocols, and
data interpretation. Potentid project partners in the other southern California counties have been
- kept abreast of the development of the prototype website and have provided important feedback.
The project is gaining greater support in other southern California beach counties. The County
of San Diego, a key player in the region, has agreed to participate and will be the next to go on-
line after Orange County. Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties also appear to willing to
participate in the project. We hope to gain support from Los Angeles County once the prototype
website is complete. Data flow streamlining efforts have begun in San Diego. The prototype
website is scheduled to be online by July 31, 1999.

Regional Benefits: The public will have access to time-relevant information to dlow them to
determine whether it is safe to swim at a paticular beach today. This project will facilitate
coordination and data sharing between Californiaenvironmental agencies.

Regional Contacts:
EPA Contact: Joel Pedersen, Monitoring and Assessment Office, Water Division
(415) 744-1950, pedersen.joel@epa.gov

Project Partners.
Patty Vainik, City of San Diego
(619) 692-4954, pmv(@mwharbor.sannet.gov
www.sannet.gov

Nancy Anson, EncinaWater Authority
(760) 438-394, nanson@mailhost2.csusm.edu

Nicki Branch, San Elijo Joint Powers Authority
(760) 753-0352, main@sanelijowrf.org

Mary Gonzdes, City of Oceanside
(760) 966-8772, mgonzales@ci.oceanside.ca.us
www.cl.oceanside.ca.us

Ann Harley, Aliso Water Management Authority and South East Regiond
Reclamation Authority
(714) 496-1786, labs@fea.net



Charles McGee, Orange County Sanitation District
(714) 593-7504, cmcgee@ocsd.com

Steve Durham, San Diego County Environmental Health
(619) 338-2373, sdurhach@co.san-diego.ca.us
www.co.san-diego.ca.us/cnty/cntydepts/landuse/env_health

Larry Honeybo

ne, Orange County Health Care Agency

(714) 667-3750, Ihoneybourne@hca.co.orange.ca.us

WWW.0C.Ca.Z0

ca

Jon Bishop, Los Angeles Regiona Water Quality Control Board
(213) 576-6622, jbishop@rb4.swrcb.ca.gov
WWW.SWICb.Ca/gov/~Twqcb4

Steve Mayville, Santa Ana Regiona Water Qudity Control Board

(909) 7824993

, stayvill@gwgate.swrcb.ca.gov

www.swrcb.calgov/~rwgcb8

Steve Weisber;

WWW.SCCWIP.0,

g
>

(714) 894-222:F

{Southern California Coastal Water Research Project
stevew(@sccwrp.org

g
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BAY PROTECTION AND TOXIC CLEANUP PROGRAM .
LIST OF REPORTS COMPLETED AND IN PREPARATION

This document lists the Bay Protection and Toxic Cleanup Program (BPTCP) reports that have

been completed or are in preparation. A ligt of the data collected through the BPTCP monitoring
activities is presented in the appendix.

The BPTCP darted the task of identifying toxic hot spots and planning for their cleanup in 1990.
The reports listed include many of the documents developed while the program was just getting
underway as well as reports on al of the monitoring data collected to date. The BPTCP has dso
completed many reports on tasks leading up to development of regionad and consolidated toxic
hot spot cleanup plans.

To date, the BPTCP has produced 55 scientific reports, currently under completion or finalized
and 43 staffreports.

The Bracketed bold numbers at the end of each reference [No.] are BPTCP report index numbers.
Any of the indexed reports are available for inspection. Reports that are not numbered are
currently unavailable because they are in preparation, or out of print. Some reports are large and
may require specia printing arrangements to be made in order to make them avallable. Please
make reference to the index number when ordering a specific report To request a report please
contact:

Bays and Estuaries Unit

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board
901 P Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 657-0671
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LIST OF DATA COLLECTED

A S
PART OF THE BPTCP

LIST OF DATA COI I ECTED ASPART OF THE BPTCP

NOAAC rative sment Project- Year 1 (Los eles Harbor ions4 & 8
[1A]{1B]

Legs
1 through 4, plus 3 stations from Leg 5

Sampling dates amd regions

Leg 1-7/29/ 92 through 8/6/92 - Region 4

Leg 2- 8/18/92 through 8/19/92 - Region 4

Leg 3- 9/1/92 through 9/2/92 - Region 4

Leg 4- 9/15/92 through 9/16/92 - Regions 4 & 8
Leg 5- 10/14/92 - Region 8

Number
111 stations (37 sites with three replicates »100m apart)

Chemical analysis

organic analysis on 66 stations (Groups 1 & 3)
Metal analysis on 66 stations (Groups 1 & 3)
Pore water metal analysis on 21 stations

TOC & grain size analysis on all 113tations

Toxicity testing

Red abalone larvae development in pore water on all 111 stations
Amphipod survival in solid phase on all 111 stations
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Benthic community
Analysis on dl 111 dations

Products
0 Datareport for Legs|-4 & 5 submitted to SWRCB 7/9/93; cruise reports, QA/QC
reports for chemistry, toxicity, TOC, grain size, and benthic data

0 Los Angeles Harbor Benthic Program Report - 9/93

BPTCP Screening - All regions statewide [2A][2B]

Legs
5 through 14

Sampling dates and regions
L eg 5-10/13/92 through 10/14/92 - Region 9
Leg 6-10/23/92 through 10/28/92 - Region 9
Leg7-11/8/92 through 11/11/92 - Region 9
Leg8-11/27/92 through 11/30/92 - Region 1
Leg 9-12/8/92 through 12/11/92 - Region 8
Leg10-12/18192 through 12/22/92 - Region 3
Leg 11-1/12/93 through 1/14/93 - Region 4
Leg12-1/26/93 through 1/27/93 - Region 9
Leg 13- 2/9/93 through 2/11/93 - Regions 3 & 4
Leg 14- 2/23/93 through 2/26/93 - Region 1

Number
153 stations (no replicates)

Chemical analyss
Organic andysis on 72 stations (Croups 2,4 & 5)
Metal analysis on 72 dtations (Groups 2, 3 & 5)
TOC & grain sze analysis on al 153 dations

Toxicity testing
Amphipod surviva in solid phase on al 153 dations
Red abalone larvae development in subsurface water on 105 stations
Red abadone larvae development in pore water on 4 stations
Urchin fertilization in pore water on 121 stations
Urchin larvae development in pore water on 61 stations
Urchin embryo cytogenetics on 35 stations
Mussel larvae devel opment in subsurface water on 39 stations
Mussd larvae development in pore water on 3 1 samples
Neanthes survival in solid phase on 45 stations
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Neanthes weight change in solid phase on 45 stations

Benthic community
No analysis

Products

Data report for Legs 5-14 submitted to SWRCB 4/20/94; includes all analytical
data, cruise reports; QA/QC reports for chemistry, toxicity, TOC, and grain size

15 through 19

Number
108 total stations (no replicates)
83 stations were NO-random locations
25 stations wer e BPT CP reference site screening

Sampling dates and regions
Leg 15- 3/23/93 through 3/25/93 - Region 9
Leg 16- 4/6/93 through 4/7/93 - Region 9
Leg 17- 4/20/93 through 4/22/93 - Regions9 & 8
L eg 18- 5/4/93 through 5/6/93 - Regions 9 & 8
Leg 19- 5/26/93 through 5/27/93 - Regions 9, 8 and 4

Chemical analysis
Organic analysis on 2 stations (Groups 5)

Organic analysis pending on 15 stations (Group 9)
Metal analysis on 2 stations (Groups 5)

Metal analysis pending on 15 stations (Group 9)
TOC & grain size analysis on all 108 stations

Toxicity testing
Amphipod survival in solid phase on all 108 stations
Red abalone larvae development in subsurface water on 8 stations
Urchin fertilization in pore water on all 108 stations
Urchin larvae development in pore water On 16 stations

Benthic community
No analysis

Products
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24 through 30, 32 & 33

ing dates and regions

g 24- 1/18/94 through 1120194 - Region 9

g 25- 1/31/94 through 2/2/94 - Regions 4 & 8
g 26~ 2/15/94 through 2/16/94 - Regions 4 & 8
g 27- 3/1/94 through 3/2/94 - Region 9

g 28- 3/15/94 through 3/16/94 -Region 9

29- 3/29/94 through 3/31/94 - Regions 9 & 8
g 30- 4/12/94 through 4/14/94 - Regions 4 & 8
eg 32- 5/18/94 through 5/20/94 - Regions1, 3, 4,
&9

eg 33- 6/13/94 through 6/16/94 - Regions 1 & 3

34 stations were BPTCP confirmation (78 sites with 3 reps »20m apart)
2 stationswerereference site screening

Chemical analysis

ganic analysis completed on 162 stations (Groups 7 & 8)
etal analysis completed on 162 stations (Groups 7 & 8)
OC & grain size analysis completed on all 266 stations

o chemical analy:sis authorized for legs 30, 32 or 33 (n=90)

Toxicity testing .

hipod survival in solid phase data completed on all stations authorized

rchin ffertilization in pore water data completed on all stations authorized

rchin Jlarvae development in pore water data completed on all stations authorized
eanthes ‘Weight change and survival in solid phase data completed on all stations

authorized :

‘Diata report for Legs 24-33 submitted to SWRCB 3/22/95; includes all analytical
ta, cruise reports; QA/QC reports for chemistry, toxicity, TOC, and grain size

Reference Site Studv- San Francisco Bav [6A][6D}{6E]
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Legs
31, 35 and 37

Sampling dates and regions
Leg 31-4/25/94 through 4/27/94 - Region 2
Leg 35- 9/6/94 through 9/8/94 - Region 2
Leg 37- 3/7/95 through 4/4/95 - Region 2

Number
46 stations

Chemical analysis
Organic analysis completed on 18 stations (Groups 11 & 15)
Metal analyss completed on 18 stations (Croups 11 & 15)
TOC & grain size analysis completed on al 46 dtations

Toxicity testing
Amphipod survivd in solid phase (Ampelisca, Eohaustorius) and pore water
(Eohaustorius) completed on all 46 stations
Urchin larvae development in pore water completed on al 46 stations
Neanthes weight change and surviva in solid phase completed on 13 stations
Amphipod survival a sediment/water interface completed on 26 stations
Nubelia surviva in solid phase completed on 18 stations
Bivalve development in pore water completed on al 46 sations

Benthic community
No analysis

Products
Data report for Legs 31, 35 & 37 submitted to SWRCB October 1995; includes all

analytical data, cruise reports; QA/QC reports for chemistry, toxicity, TOC, and
grain Sze data

Evaluation of sediment toxicity tests and reference sites in San Francisco Bay
Draft Report submitted to SWRCB 5/96

Development of toxicity identification evaluation guidelines for estuarine
sediment Final Report submitted to SWRCB 6/96

[7B][7Chue Contaminant Study- San Francisco Bay

Sampling dates and regions
5/3/94 through 6/4/94 - Region 2
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Number
66 composite samples from 13 stations

Chemical analysis
Organic andysis on al 66 composite samples
Metal analysis on dl 66 composite samples
Dioxin/Furan analysis on 13 composite samples

Products

QA/QC evauative reports for al anaytical data

Contaminant levels in fish tissue fiom San Francisco Bay - Fina Report -
June, 1995

An assessment of contaminant levels in fish tissue from San Francisco Bay -
scientific paper accepted for publication in peer-reviewed journal - 1 1/96

E /N erative Pilot Studv of Southern California
Lagoons/Estuarijes- Regions 8 & 9 [SD] [SE]

Legs
34 and 36

Sampling dates and regions
L eg 3 6 8/30/94 through 9/1/94 - Region 9
L eg 36- 9/19/94 through 9/21/94 - Region 8 & 9

Number
43 total stations
30 stations were NOAA/EMAP random |ocations
13 stations were targeted for possible hot spots

Chemical analysis
Organic analysis completed on al 43 stations
Meta analysis completed on all 43 stations
TOC & grain size analysis completed on al 43 stations

Toxicity testing
Amphipod (Rhepoxynius) surviva test in solid phase completed on all 43 stations

Amphipod (dmpelisca) survival test in solid phase completed on 25 stations
Urchin larvee development in pore water test completed on al 43 stations

Benthic community
Benthic samples collected and analyzed from all 43 dtations (3 replicates per
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station)

Products
Data report for Legs 34 & 36 submitted to SWRCB November 1995; includes all

andytica data, cruise reports, QA/QC reports for chemigtry, toxicity, TOC, grain
Sze, and benthic data.

BPTCP Region 2 Screening: San Francisco Bav [9A]{9B] [9C]

Legs
38, 39, 40,and 41

Sampling dates and regions
Leg-38- 4/17/95 through 4/19/95 - Region 2
Leg 39- 5/1/95 through 5/2/95 - Region 2
Leg 40- 10/25/95 through10/27/95 - Region 2
Leg 41- 12/5/95 through 12/7/95- Region 2

Nnmber

95 grab, 9 core stations for BPTCP screening (no replicates); 3 dtations collected
for TIE project

Chemical analysis
Organic analysis completed on 18 stations authorized; (*)data pending for
2 additiona dtations (full scan) and 4 additiona stations (PCB sediment only)
Metd analys's completed on 18 dtations authorized; TBT completed on 6 stations
authorized, (*) data pending for 2 additiona stations (full scan) and 8 additional
dations (mercury in sediment only)
TOC & grain size analysison al 95 stations

Toxicity testing
Amphipod survival in solid phase completed on al 95 dations
Urchin larvae development in pore water completed on al 95 dtations
Urchin larvee development in sediment/water interface core completed on dl 9
core samples(*)
Benthic community
No analysis

Products
Datareport for Legs38, 39, 40 and 41 submitted to SWRCB June 1996; includes

al andytica data, cruise reports, QA/QC reports for chemistry, toxicity, TOC,
and grain size data

(*)Pending analytical datafrom L eg 44 (sediment water interface toxicity test and
selected chemistry) to be submitted as part of data report from L egs 4246.
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BPTCP Confirmation FY 95/96/Regions 1.2.3.4. and 8 [54]

Legs
42 through 46

Sampling dates and regions
Leg 42- 4/17/96 through 4/18/96 - Region 1 (Humboldt Bay)
Leg 43- 5/9/96 - Region 3 (Monterey Bay ports/harbors)
Leg 44- 6/10/96 through 6/1 1/96 - Region 2 (S.F. Bay)
Leg 45- 6/19/96 through 6/20/96 - Regions 4 & 8
Leg 46- 7/17/96 through 7/18/96 - Region 4 (port of L.A.)

Number
Leg 42: 10 sediment samples; 10 resident organism tissue samples
Leg 43: 9 sediment samples; 1 water column sample
Leg 44: 10 sediment cores for sediment/water interface tests
Leg 45: 12 sediment samples
Leg 46: 15 sediment samples, including core samples

Chemical analysis

Organic analysis completed on 40 sediment & 8 pore water samples legs 42, 43,
45, and 46

Metal andysis completed on 37 sediment & 8 pore water samples legs 42, 43, 45,
and 46; lead (only) completed on 4 stations leg 42; TBT (only) completed on 8
stations legs 43, 45; SEM-AVS analysis pending (expected by 4/97) for above
legs 42, 43, 45, and 46

TOC & grain size analysis completed on 46 stations from above legs 42, 43, 45,
and46

Toxicity testing
Amphipod survival in solid phase completed on 41 stations from legs 42, 43, 45,
and46
Urchin larvae development in sediment/water interface completed on 16 stations
from legs 42, 44, 46
Urchin larvae development in pore water completed on 12 stations
Bivalve development in water column completed on 1 station from leg 43

Benthic community
Benthic community anaysis authorized on 32 samples, completion of fina
benthic community data set pending QA/QC evaluation of data

Products
Data Reports for legs 38-42 [54]
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Toxicity Test QA/QC Reports for Legs 42-46 [54A]
Toxicity Data Report for legs 42-46 (task Order1-5, 2-11,3-5,4-6, 4-7, 8-5) [54B]
QA/QC Pore water Trace metals and DOC Chemical Analysis for leg 45 [54C]

BPTCP Confirmation (All Regions Except Region 5) and Screening (Regions 5 and 3)

Legs 47 through 56

Sampling dates and regions link: fieldata.dbf
Leg 47-12/37/96 through 12/16/96 - Region 1 (Bodega Bay) and Region 9
Leg 48- 2/4/97 through 2/6/97 - Region 4
Leg 49- 3/17/97 through 4/3/97 - Region 5 (Initial Screening)
Leg 50- 4/1/97 through 4/3/97- Region 2
Leg 51-4/15/97 through 4/17/97 - Region 2
Leg 52- 5/7/97 through 5/15/97 - Region 3 (Tembladero Slough Screening)
Leg 53-5/12/97 through 5/15/97 - Region 4
Leg 54- 8/20/97 through 8/21/97 - Regions 4 & 8
Leg 55-10/6/97 - Region 2
Leg 56-12/3/97 - Region 2

Number - 115 sediment samples
Leg 47: 13 sediment samples (Region 9- 9; Region |-4)
Leg 48: 23 sediment samples
Leg 49: 18 sediment samples; 18 water column samples
Leg 50: 15 sediment samples, 5 bioaccumulation samples
Leg 5 1: 13 sediment samples, 1 TIE sample, 2 bioaccumulation samples
Leg 52: 7 sediment samples; 7 water column samples, 1 TIE sample
Leg 53-12 sediment samples; 7 fish tissue samples, 4 bioaccumulation samples
Leg 54- 7 sediment samples (Region 4- 2; Region 8- 5); 5 water column samples
Leg 55- 4 sediment samples; 3 bioaccumulation samples
Leg 56- 3 sediment samples

‘Chemical analyss link: Chm47_56.dbf
PAH, PCB and pesticide analyses -- 69 sediment samples; PCB only analyses --
83 additional sediment samples.
Metal analysis -- 57 sediment samples
AVS/SEM analyses -- 53 sediment samples.
TOC & grain size analysis -- 103 sediment samples
Pore water metal analyses -—- 2 pore water samples
PAH only analyses -- 2 pore water samples.
Fourteen metal analyses and 38 organic analyses -- tissue samples. Link:
Tiss1_56.dbf
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Toxicity testing link: Tox47_56.dbf
Ampbipod survival in solid phase exposures — 112 samples
Urchin larvae development in sediment/water interface core - 79 core samples.
Daphnid survival in subsurface water -- 4 samples.
Daphnid survival in pore water — 1 sample.
Daplmid survival in sediment/water interface cores - 21 samples
Mysid survival in water -- one sample.

Benthic community
Analyseson 59 samples (3 replicates) completed link: Benl_56.dbf

Products

0 Hard copy data reports for Legs 47 through 56 submitted to SWRCB August 1998;

includes all analytical data, cruise reports; qa/qe reports for chemistry, toxicity, toc, and
grain size data.
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her BPTCP D Reports Complete D
QA/QC Tissue Meta Analysis- Humboldt Bay [55]

QA/QC Sediment Chemistry (Metals, AVS/SEM) San Francisco Bay, Santa Cruz
Harbor, Monterey Harbor, and Southern Cdifornia [56}

Environmental Chemistry Quality Assurance and Data report for Group 17a.
Sediment, Tissue, and Water Anayss. [57]

Environmental Chemistry Quality Assurance and Data report for 1996 Group 17h.
sediments. [58]

Environmenta Chemistry Quality Assurance and Data report for 1996 Group 18.
Pore Water Anaysis. [59]

Environmental Chemistry Quality Assurance and Data report for 1996 Group 19.
Sediment Analysis. {60]

QA/QC San Francisco Bay and Southern California#19 and #20). [61]

Environmenta Chemistry Quality Assurance and Data report for 1996 Group 20.
Sediment Analysis. [62]

Environmenta Chemistry Quaity Assurance and Data report for 1996 Group 21.
Sediment Analysis. [63]

QA/QC Report for San Francisco Bay (Batch 21 Mercury Analysis). [64]
Cruisereportsfor legs42 43, 4, 45, 46,
47, 48, 49, 50, 51,52, 53, and 54 {65]

Bloom, N., and E. J. Von der Geest. 1994,1995, 1996, 1997. Total Mercury
Anadyss Data Results. Original Data Sheets. Frontier Geosciences
Environmental Research Corp. [99]

DFG Water Pollution Control Laboratory. 1996. Toxic Substance Monitoring
Program. Trace Elements in Fish Data. [100}
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APPENDIX F

Maps of Meonitoring Sites in the Losl Angeles Region

City of Los Angela Envirommenltal Monitoring Inventory Project &114
Final Report] Revised 9/10/99 & 1/12/00

6



Solid Waste Monitoring Sites

Uity of Los Angeles Environmemial Moosoring nventory Pr.n_-_l-.;u'

Final Report

- _ gKERN COUNTY al
-
] &
| o LANCASTER
o
=
s =
ANGELES ® F1a) L
MATIOMAL & il
FOREST , PALMOALE =
, 8 . B
e
i% @ FEARBLOSSOM (=]
- i — i 2
) DAT A CLAMITA E e o
VALENCIA @ ' S
Q e . Q
Fod Z
Z e ANGELES MATIONAL FOREST b,
£ ® '
' So . o &l
..
WY —® e < f
®resEDa ) —
VN S ' l. Py . @ PASADENA {
: [ ]
® @ emg . -
- "k ° G "“’“TF"- %
Cad & . @ ST _— Gonona
& au  MALBY = B/ ﬁmﬁw P COVINA
81 ‘ ';'.— . e h e g
SANTE » Gﬁ s B -
MOMICA = -
b . L
At ‘C‘J‘ ‘5‘ % WHITTIER. _
Legend Los ity @ 2% X a'l‘-'ﬂ!.*:lm :
_WIL 5 ." ;o L, "9'
@ iy ot Los Angeles Ciosed Lancm Y0 >y " = ~5
B T =
O iy ot Los Angales Open Landsit . ® oee . BELLFLOWER . i'—\(\%
o . TORRANCE © -~ LAKEWOOD 5
. City ol L Anpies Trsck e 5 2 v ._‘ -~ AMNAHEIR o x’ip‘ﬁ'
D) Coty ol Los Angaies Transler Statan &:{_ ' P L
&g S| T
[ Ty e— County Clogsd Landfil ¢ fiDNG B I
PALCS VERORS L : |
@ Lot Angaes County Opan LandGl . BEACH H‘\ @ IE —
(0 Los Angees Couny Transter Stasion HUNTINGTON. IRVINE ™
ity of Lo Angeles PACIFIC i S
R OCEAN ki s
L Los Angeies Courmby NEWPORT " MISEICN VIEJD fé?
Orange Couniy BEACH s -(l.:;l
——  Froeway L.'vGLlh:d. 'f'cl
BEACH - @ A0
T S SAN JUAN | E
. . o S "*“__Eg;:\
— W8, " I
. FONT % |
| I
ﬁ‘i‘ﬂk’l’x_
e
) | CATALINA ISLAND
- Scale 1: 190,000

a20iea



Water Quality Monitoring Sites
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Air Quality Monitoring Sites
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City of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project
Data/GIS Information Sheet
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[Meteorology LA EMI Survey  |from TBM LA County street layer, EH
Grocoded addresses from TBM LA County
LA L scagmdla.shp LA EMI Suvey [street layer. I:H 24 E¥|
o . ; s ol Geocoded addresses from Orange County tiger
Air Qumy Orange County scagmdos.shp |LA EMI Survey |lira files. 4‘ 2$| 3[”
Geocoded addresses from TEM LA County
carb.shp II_A EMI Survey street layer, “ '\LI 51“
[ Geocoded addresses from TBM LA Counly ]
Ciosed Lanafil § solcily.shp LA EMI Survey  |street layer. 34 38 100
Geocodad addresses from TEM LA County :l
solcily.shp LA EMI Survey stres! layer, 3 1004
L Geocoded addresses from TEM LA County
solcily.shp LA EMI Survey strest layer. 4B 48[ 100
SOLID Gancoded addresses from TBM LA County
WASTE solirans shp LA EMI Survey siree! layer, 28] 25! 100
Geocoded addresses from TEBM LA County
solenty.shp LA EMI Survey stieel layer. 133 ﬂ'n! 76
Geocoded addrassas from TEM LA County
Hppa Lo LA GOty ogienty. shp LA EMI Survey  |street layer. 27 ZBI 95
y Geocoded addresses from TEM LA County
Trnalfie Stationg solcnty.shp LA EMISurvey  |street layer. 28 29| o7
Fower Panl \Varlous” coaslal.shp WWW_STRlOTg LatiLon values used lo creale shapelie. CH| o[ 100|
Coastal Walel e Water  |Varios® Coaslalshp  [www slel.org TalLon values used [o creats shapefie, 32 312' T00
City Water Quality Geocoded addresses from TBM LA County
Menitoring® (o dwp.shp DWP Excal file  |streat layer. 183 185 oa
WATER City LAWDSG' dwplaws shp | DWFP GIS file GIS fie provided by OWE, 132 132 10|
g Geocoded addresses from TBM LA County
LA County MWOSC | udsc lashp |LAEMISurvey  [strest layer. 2 5| 40
Geocoded addresses from Orange County tiger
Orange Counly MWCEC mwdsc_oc.shp  |LA EMI Survey line filas. 1 5 20
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City of Los Angeles Environmental Monitoring Inventory Project
Data/GIS Information Sheet
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_ City of LA Used distance marker lo measure paints along
1 LC'“' Stormwater |s.tation  lacitssnshp  |LA EMISurvey  |waler features. 20 20l 100
|:’MTER Shomuater LA County LA County Pub Geocoded addresses from Orange County liger
cont.) 1 Siormwater Works lasiorm.shp LA EMI Survey  |line files 1 1 1
Orange County
Stormwaler GIBI‘IEH County Jocstorm.shp www._sfei.ong |LatfLon values used o creale shapefils. 23 231 100

"Total number of entries mapped.
Total number of eniries In data fila.

*Percentage of enties mapped.
“Power Plant moniloring agencies are LADWP Harbor Station, Haynes, and Scattergood Plants; EI Segundo Power LLG; Long Beach Generation LLC:

and Southern California Edison Alamitos and Redondo Plants.

SWaste Water monitoring agencies are City of Los Angeles Dept, of Public Works (Hyperian and Terminal Island), Los Angeles County Sanitation Distric 150 Water_

Management, Orange Counly Sanitation Districl, and South East Reclamation Authority (SERRA), (Mole: Due to inaccuracies in the Terminal Island da Tepuwind wly
sfel.org, only one site is Indicated on the Waler Quality Monkoring Sites map.

*DWP monitoring sites used for bacteriological, chlorine residual and physical sampling.

TOWP LAWDSC monlioring sites used for testing mechanical aperation of distribution system.
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CARB Air Quality Monitoring Sites

MEDIA AGENC F—BEJMMGMEG@HMHW—

Alr Quality CARB LA EMI Survey Semi-automated Every 12th day for 24 228 W. Palm St Burbank 91502
hours

Air Quality CARB LA EMI| Survey Semi-automated Every 12th day for 24 16830 N. Main St Los Angeles g0012
hours

Adr Quality CARB LA EM| Survey Semi-autormated Every 12th day for 24 3648 N. Long Beach Bl Long Beach Boea7
hours

Air Qualily CARB LA EMI Survey Semi-automated Every 12th day for 24 5400 Cochran 5t Simi Valley B3063
hours

Adr Quality CARB LA EM| Survey Semi-automated Evary 121h day for 24 14380 Amrow Hwy Fontana 82325
haurs
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